Lewis, Josh

From: Lewis, Josh

Sent: Tuesday, July 02, 2013 9:38 AM

To: Cheung, Kerry (Schatz)

Subject: Re: Municipal Waste Combustor MACT rule
Hi Kerry,

I'll give you a call later today...need a bit more info from you and then will be able to track down the correct technical
staffer here.

Josh

From: Cheung, Kerry (Schatz)

Sent: Monday, July 01, 2013 4:47:28 PM

To: Lewis, Josh

Subject: Municipal Waste Combustor MACT rule

Josh,

I was wondering if you could direct me to someone who could answer some questions on MACT rules for Municipal
Waste Combustors.

Thanks,

Kerry Cheung, PhD
Congressional Fellow

Office of Senator Brian Schatz
722 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Geple

Follow Senator Schatz on Twitter & Facebook
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Lewis, Josh

From: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) [Diane_Miyasato@schatz.senate.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2013 11:36 AM

To: Lewis, Josh

Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy

Great, thank you.

From: Lewis, Josh [mailto:Lewis.Josh@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2013 11:32 AM

To: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz)

Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy

Arvin Ganesan and Laura Vaught (both from EPA’s Office of Congressional Affairs) will be joining Gina. You can use my
#s below if there are any last minute changes. Thank you.

Josh Lewis
EPA/Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations

From: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) [mailto:Diane Miyasato@schatz.senate.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2013 11:24 AM

To: Lewis, Josh
Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy

Yes, that is correct — 722 Hart. Please let me know if there will be anyone else joining Ms. McCarthy in the meeting.
Additionally, please also send the best contact number for that day, should there be any last minute schedule changes.

Thank you,
Diane

Diane Miyasato
Scheduler
Oftice of Senator Brian Schatz

Exp- G

From: Lewis, Josh [mailto:Lewis.Josh@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2013 11:22 AM

To: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz)

Cc: Huang, Cindy

Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy

4/22 at 3:30 works. See you then. Hart 722, right?

Josh Lewis
EPA/Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations

f@cu



From: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) [mailto:Diane Miyasato@schatz.senate.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2013 10:49 AM

To: Lewis, Josh

Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy

Hi Josh —

Thanks for getting back to me. How does Monday, April 22 at 3:30pm look for Ms. McCarthy’s schedule? That time
works well for the Senator.

Thank you,
Diane

Diane Mivasato
Scheduler
Office of Senator Brian Schatz

f(f ”

From: Lewis, Josh [mailto:Lewis.Josh@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 15, 2013 10:10 AM

To: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz)

Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy

Hi Diane,

We’re going to look to early next week for a date/time. Gina’s pretty open on Monday 4/22...she could do any time
before 11 am, from 12-1:30, or after 3 pm.

Josh Lewis
EPA/Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations

Ctp- e

From: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) [mailto:Diane Miyasato@schatz.senate.gov]
Sent: Thursday, April 11, 2013 8:52 AM

To: Lewis, Josh

Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy

No problem, Josh. Thanks for getting back to me.

From: Lewis, Josh [mailto:Lewis.Josh@epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, April 11, 2013 8:51 AM

To: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz)

Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy

Hi Diane,



Thanks for checking in. Gina’s confirmation hearing is today, so let me get through that and then will follow up
tomorrow to find a time that works best.

Josh Lewis
EPA/Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations

e

From: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz) [mailto:Diane Miyasato@schatz.senate.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 4:48 PM

To: Lewis, Josh

Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy

HiJosh — 1 just wanted to follow up post recess and see if there was a time we could find for the Senator and Ms.
McCarthy to meet. The Senator has some blocks of time on April 17" or sometime the following week.

Are there blocks of time that would work best for Ms. McCarthy?

Thank you,
Diane

Diane Miyasato
Scheduler
Office of Senator Brian Schatz

chp G

From: Revana, Arun (Schatz)

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2013 6:02 PM
To: Lewis, Josh

Cc: Miyasato, Diane (Schatz)

Subject: RE: Follow up on Gina McCarthy

Hi Josh,

Thanks for your response. | am cc'ing Diane, Senator Schatz’'s scheduler, so that we might find a time for Ms. McCarthy
and Senator Schatz to meet.

Thank you again,

Arun

Arun Revana

Legislative Director

Office of Senator Brian Schatz
722 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

From: Lewis, Josh [mailto:Lewis.Josh@epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2013 5:34 PM

To: Revana, Arun (Schatz)

Subject: Follow up on Gina McCarthy

Hi Arun,



A colleague here mentioned you were inquiring about a call or meeting with Gina McCarthy. I’'m assuming the Senator
will not be in town during the weeks of 3/25 and 4/1, right? If so, then we’ll have to look to post-recess to set something
up. How about we connect after recess to see what will work?

Josh Lewis
EPA/Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations

b e



COMMITTEE ON'FINANCIAL SERVICES

CAPITAL MARKETS, INSURANCE, AND
GOVERNMENT-SPONSORED ENTERPRISES
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MEMBER OF CONGRESS
9TH DISTRICT, MICHIGAN

werw peters house gov Congress of the United Stateg "o Larevew
ﬁﬂuﬁt of Rtpttﬁtﬂtdtibtﬁ COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND
) TECHNOLOGY
Waﬂhmg‘tﬂﬂ. E@ 20515 TECHNOLOGY AND INNOVATION

January 25, 2010

Bharat Mathur

Acting Regional Administrator
US EPA Region 5

77 W. Jackson Blvd.

Chicago, IL 60604

Re: EPA RFP #OAR-OTA-09-10

Dear Mr. Mathur,

I am writing in regards to a grant proposal submitted by Rochester Schools on behalf of
the Rochester and Avon Schools Coalition under the National Clean Diesel Funding Assistance
Program. :

This grant award would help reduce school bus idling in the community and around
schools and improve the air that our students breathe. In addition, it would reduce fuel
consumption by approximately 20,000 gallons of gasoline per year, resulting in significant
savings for taxpayers. The grant award would lower the emissions of dangerous emissions, such
as fine particulate mater, CO2, and NOx. Finally, the proposal has the added benefit of
protecting jobs in Oakland County and in other areas of Michigan, as the products utilized by
this grant will be installed using U.S. labor and the idle reduction technologies are manufactured
and assembled in Michigan. [ feel strongly that this award supports our common goal of
environmental stewardship and efficient use of tax dollars.

[ urge you to give this application your fullest consideration.

Sincerely,
Gary C. Peters
Member of Congress
RECEIVED
DISTRICT OFFICE
560 KIRTS BLVD U, B1o Reuiunt 3 WASHINGTON OFFICE
SuUITE #105 OFFICE OF REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR 1130 LONGWORTH HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING
TrOY. MI 48084 WASHINGTON, DC 20515
(248) 273-4227 (202) 225-5802

FAX (248) 2734704 FAX (202) 226-2356
PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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FEB 0 3 2010
REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:
R-19]

The Honorable Gary C. Peters
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for your letter dated January 25, 2010, concerning the request for
applications under the National Clean Diesel Funding Assistance Program. Your letter
expressed support for the grant application submitted by Rochester Schools on behalf of the
Rochester and Avon Schools Coalition.

This is a competitive application process to reduce diesel emissions and create and
maintain jobs. All applications will be given due consideration with the criteria outlined in the
request for applications located at: http://www.epa.gov/air/grants/2009_10_6_final-dera.pdf.

Thank you for your letter and efforts to support clean diesel projects in Michigan. If
you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Mary Canavan or
Ronna Beckmann, the Region 5 Congressional Liaisons, at (312) 886-3000.

Sincerely,

b, W

Bharat Mathur
Acting Regional Administrator

Recycled/Recyclabie  Printed with Vegetabie Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (50% Postconsumer)
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@Tongress of the Hnited States
Washington, B 20515

December 8, 2010

Lisa Jackson, Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20460

Ray LaHood, Secretary

U.S. Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Washington, DC 20590

Dear Administrator Jackson and Secretary LaHood:

We are writing regarding the Environmental Protection Agency’s and the Department of Transportation’s propased
redesign of [uel econoray labels, as required by the Energy Independence and Security Act (EISA) of 2007.

As you know, the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 (EISA) mandated tha} the DOT issuc a .
rulemaking implementing this law. On September 23, both EPA and DOT issued a notice of proposed rulemaking.

The proposed rule presents two primary label options. Label 1 minimizes miles per gallon (mpg), an O‘bjective
measure of the fuel economy performance of a vehicle, in favor of a prominently displayed subjective “ler.t.er.
grade”. In contrast, Label 2 focuses on the mpg metric and implements the other information Congress required
under EISA. Consumers are very familiar with the mpg metric and rely on it when purchasing a new motor
vehicle.

Additionally, unlike the mpg metric, the proposed grading system is biased in favor of certain types of ychicl&‘:s.
The “A” and “A+” categories are reserved for a very narrow range of vehicles, i.e., battery electric vel_ncles and
plug-ir hybrids. However, a fuel efficient, clean diesel vehicle would be penalized with a low or mediocre grade.
Similarly, most fuel efficient SUVs and pickup trucks would rate no higher than a “C+”,

We hope you will agree that it is essential for consumers to have clear and concise information abou} the fucli
economy performance of their vehicle. However, Label 1 marginalizes the most important piece of mfommnqn on
the fuel economy sticker, namely the fuel economy of the vehicle. Moreover, Label 1 unfairly promotes certain
vehicles over others.

We believe that Label 2 better serves the needs of the consumer by continuing to prominently Fiis;slay the mpg of
the vehicle, and is consistent with the statutory intent of EISA. Although the deadline for public comment has
passed, we appreciate your agencies allowing us to submit this letter for the public record.

Sincerely,

(2ot €. (1 e Sl

Dale E. Kildee Steve LaTourette
Member of Congress Member of Congress

FRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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Greg Wald
Member of Congress

André Ca¥sen
Member of Congress

Bennie G. Thompson
Member of Congress

oseph R. Pitts
ember of Congress

teve Scalise
Member of Congress

Rolgn -, Hall—

Ralph M. Hall
Member of Congress

Lamar Smith
Member of Congress

Dan Burton

Member of Congress
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Dave Camp
Member of Congress

Tim Murphy

Member of Congress

Dan Lungren
Member of Congress

Membr of Congress
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Geoff Davis
Member of Congress

;Iike ;;ogers i %

Member of Congress

d Charles A~ Gon '

Member of Conpfess
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Brett Guthrie
Member of Congress

'.vlﬂTwWSul livan
Member of Congress

Ehon Gallegly
Member of Congress
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Tim Holden .
Member of Congress

A

Member of Congress
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Candice S. Miller
Member of Congress

—

Patrick J. Tiberi

Member of Congress

ott Garrett
Member of Congress

im Matheson
Member of Con

Sdm Gravls V'
Member of Congress
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APGFIENL T TV NAAALTS ™
Robert Aderhdlt =

Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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,'!!! es Sensenbrenner
¥ember of Congress

Betty Suffon
Member of Congress

) _» \ . 4 ¥
Donald A. Manzullo
Member of Congress
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Todd Akin
Member of Congress
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Thaddeus McCotter
Member of Congress
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er Levn
Mem ongress
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utterfieldi
Membez of Congress
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Sue Myrick J
Member of Congress

. ary ZAlrs
ember of Congress

John D. D gell
Member of Congress

ember of Congress
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John Barrow
Member of Congress

Marbha Blackbiirn
Member of Congress

Mike Suifipson
Member of Congress
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Dave Loebsack Mark Schauer
Member of Congress Member of Congress
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Bruce Braley
Member of Congress
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The Honorable Gary Peters 21
U.S. House of Representatives JAN 201
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for your letter, cosigned by your congressional colleagues, which provides

the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA) with comments on the proposed Fuel Economy Label rulemaking.
We value your interest in this proposal and have submitted your letter to the rulemaking docket.

We appreciate the concerns you raise regarding the approach to displaying fuel economy and
environmental information on the redesigned fuel economy labels. Both EPA and NHTSA are
committed to ensuring that the redesigned labels, required under the Energy Independence and
Security Act of 2007, provide consumers with the necessary information about the fuel economy,
consumption, cost, and environmental impact associated with purchasing new vehicles that will
allow consumers to make informed vehicle purchasing decisions. Since the proposal includes
adding important new elements to the existing labels, as well as creating new labels for advanced
technology vehicles, EPA and NHTSA embarked on a comprehensive research program
beginning in the fall of 2009. In addition, the Agencies met with numerous stakeholders and
experts to solicit a broad spectrum of views and insights as to how the labels might be revised.

The EPA and NHTSA are committed to broad public participation in the rulemaking. Given the
importance of, and public interest in, the proposed new fuel economy labels, we have held two
public hearings—in Chicago on October 14, 2010, and in Los Angeles on October 21, 2010,
respectively. In addition, we received substantial comments from both private citizens and a
broad range of stakeholders that reflect a wide variety of viewpoints. All comments we receive
will be carefully considered when finalizing this rulemaking.

A similar response has been sent to each cosigner of your letter. If you have further questions,
please contact us. Your staff also may call David McIntosh, Associate Administrator for EPA
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, at 202-564-0539, or Mr. Ronald L. Medford,
NHTSA Deputy Administrator, at 202-366-9700.

Sincerely yours,

Ray L.aHood
Secretary
U.S. Departmegt of

Lisa P. Jackson
Administrator
ansportation U.S. Environmental Protection Agency




Al j2-a-2 3%

@ongress of the Hnited States
ashington, B 20515

July 24, 2012
The Honorable Lisa P. Jackson Lieutenant General Thomas P. Bostick
Secretary Commanding General and Chief of Engineers
Environmental Protection Agency United States Army Corps of Engineers
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 1400 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20460 Washington, DC 20301

Dear Secretary Jackson and Lt. Gen. Bostick:

We write to bring to your attention the Binational Ecological Risk Assessment of Bigheaded Carps for the
Great Lakes Basin, a peer-reviewed report by American and Canadian scientists with the Department of
Fisheries and Oceans Canada.

This report sheds valuable light on the disastrous consequences Bigheaded Carp (Asian Carp) pose to the
Great Lakes and warns of the imminence of their irreversible introduction into the Great Lakes. It calls for
immediate prevention activities to parallel our ongoing long-term efforts to reduce the probability of
introduction into the Great Lakes.

This report identifies the Chicago Area Waterway System as the most likely entry point of the Asian Carp
into the Great Lakes. The recent decision by the United States Army Corps of Engineers to accelerate its
study of how to prevent the spread of these invasive species between the Great Lakes and Mississippi River
watersheds was significant. And, the inclusion of the Stop Invasive Species Act in the transportation
authorization bill recently signed into law was also crucial. However, the alarming discovery of six positive
eDNA samples for Asian Carp in Lake Erie underscores the need for broader, more aggressive - indeed
immediate — action to interrupt this invasion and subsequent ecological consequences.

The establishment of the Asian Carp Regional Coordinating Commission, the vast resources the Great Lakes
Restoration Initiative has devoted, and works done by non-governmental organizations, the Environmental
Protection Agency, the Army Corps of Engineers, and several other federal and state agencies efforts are
evidence of the broad recognition of the scope of this threat. Still, this report’s conclusions highlight that
while all parties realize the size of the threat, they may not grasp the immediacy with which we must act.

As Members of Congress who represent areas within the Great Lakes Basin that rely on its irreplaceable
natural resources, we support the findings of this study and strongly urge immediate action to reduce the
threat of Asian Carp and its economic, environmental, and ecological consequences.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

BRIAN HIGGL DAVID CAMP
Member of Congress Member of Congress

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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PAUL RYAN Y MIKE QUIGLEY
Member of Congress Member of Congress
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Member of Congress Member of Congress
TEVE LATOURETTE HANSEN CLARKE
Member of Congress Member of Congress

MIKE ROGERS U
Member of Congress Member of Cong
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The Honorable Gary Peters
House of Representatives
Washington, D,C. 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for your July 24, 2012 letter sent to Administrator Jackson regarding the threat that
Asian carp pose to the Great Lakes. Your letter refers to the Binational Ecological Risk
Assessment report recently released by American and Canadian scientists, In addition, you also
note the recent sample analysis conducted in Lake Eric that yielded six positive eDNA results for

Asian carp.

The Administration—uwith leadership by the White House Council on Envivonmental Quality
and represented by the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Army Corps of Engineers (USACE),
Geological Survey, Environmental Protection Agency and Coast Guard on the Asian Carp
Regional Coordinating Conmittee—takes this issue very seriously and is responding with a
commensurate level of focus and attention. Officials are working in an urgent, coordinated
manner toward a single goal—to prevent Asian carp from establishing a self-sustaining
population in the Great Lakes.

Continued Great Lakes Restoration Initiative and agency base funding for local, state, and
federal partners involved in this effort is supporting efforts to prevent Asian cacp from migrating
upstrean of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ electric bairiers. To this end, we have initiated a
variety of projects described in the Asian Carp Control Strategy Framework (“Framework™). The
Framework presents a multi-tiered strategy to combat the spread of Asian carp into the Great
Lakes and to ensure coordination and the most effective response across all levels of
govermuent, It represents a comprchensive Asian carp prevention plan that includes chemical,
structural, monitoring, biological, management and operational sirategies. The unified response
conducted on behalf of the state and federal partnexship is focused, intensive, and ongoing. The
Framework complements the broader national approach to the management and contro] of Asian
carp as presented in the Management and Control Plan for Bighead, Black, Grass, and Silver
Carps in the United States (National Carp Plan), approved by the National Aquatic Nuisance
Species Task Force in November 2007.

As referenced in the Framework, the USACE is conducting the congressionally-authorized Great
Lakes Mississippi River Interbasin Study (WRDA 2007, Section 3061, PL 110-114). The study
will identify hydrologic connections between the Great Lakes and Mississippi River basins and
analyze options and technologies to reducc the risk of the full range of potential aquatic invasive
species movement, including Asian carp, between them. The study will initially focus on the
risk of invasive species moving through the Chicago Area Waterway System and will consider

Intesnot Address (URL) e hilp/Avww.epa.gov
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the potential for hydrologic separation of the Mississippi River and Great Lakes basins, including
the need for permanent lock closure which would require Congressional action. USACE has
agreed to accelerate this study and has committed to provide an abbreviated list of potential
alternatives to Congress by September 2013,

We are deeply committed to reducing and eliminating the risk of migration of Asian carp into the
Great Lakes and are doing everything within our authorities toward this end. Simultaneously, we
are mindful of other concerns such as navigation issues, storm water management, and public
safety concerns, and remain committed to addressing the concerns of all partners and
stakeholders when planning for and acting upon our decisions. We believe that this
collaboration—funded, staffed, and coordinated at Ievels unprecedented in the nation’s history of
fighting invasive species—provides the best defensc to the threat posed by Asian carp to the
Great Lakes. We look forward to working with you as these efforts continue,

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff
may contact Denise Gawlinski or Ronna Beckmann, the Region 5 Congressional Liaisons, at

(312) 886-3000.

Sincerely,

/W%%

Cameron Davis
Senior Advisor to the Administrator (Great Lakes)
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THE NORTHEAST-MIDWEST CONGRESSIONAL COALITION

GREAT LAKES TASK FORCE

December 17, 2009

The Honorable Jo-Ellen Darcy The Honorable Lisa Jackson

Assistant Secretary of the Army, Civil Works Administrator

U.S. Department of the Army : U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
108 Army Pentagon, Room 3E446 1200 Pennsylvania Ave., N.-W.
Washington, DC 20310-0108 Washington, DC 20460 -

Admiral Thad W. Allen The Honorable Sam D. Hamilton
Commandant ' Director

United States Coast Guard U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

2100 Second St., S.W, 1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20593 Washington, DC 20240

Dear Secretary Darcy, Administrator Jackson, Admiral Allen, and Director Hamilton:

We are writing today to emphasize the urgency for keeping the Asian carp out of the Great
Lakes. Recently, testing has found genetic material from Asian carp above the electric dispersal
barrier in the Chicago Sanitary and Shipping Canal. We urge all of your agencies to work
cooperatively and expeditiously to prevent the carp from entering the Great Lakes.

Specifically, we urge your agencies to immediately consider:

e Implementing the recommendations of the Asian Carp Rapid Response Project. This
project is a federal/non-federal partnership of leading experts.

¢ Closing the O’Brien and Chicago Locks if there is reasonable likelihood that Asian cafp
are above the barrier.

e Continuing the use of piscicides as a rapid response measure.
o Creating a permanent hydrological separation between the Great Lakes and the Canal.

e Increasing the voltage of the electric dispersal barrier to prevent Asian carp of any size
from crossing the barrier,

e Drafting and approving the planned interim reports as part of the Efficacy Study, which
was authorized under section 3061 of WRDA 2007, in order for the Corps of Engineers
to take action to prevent Asian carp from bypassing the existing electric dispersal barrier
project in the Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal.
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In addition to finding positive eDNA in the Canal, genetic material was also found in the Des
Plaines River, north of the electric dispersal barrier. Given the risk that the carp could bypass the
barrier if the Des Plaines River were to flood, Congress provided the Corps with additional
authority in the Fiscal Year 2010 Energy and Water Appropriations bill to prevent this from
happening. We understand that work on this report is on-going, and it is urgent that an interim
report be finalized soon.

Finally, we encourage you to carefully consider your Fiscal Year 2011 budget needs for the

- barrier project-and Asian carp efforts. Over the life of the barrier project, Congress has had to
provide new authority and new funding on multiple occasions, and a comprehensive, planned
approach would be more effective.

There may be no greater threat to the ecosystem of the Great Lakes than the introduction of the
Asian carp, and we must do all that we can to prevent this from happening. We appreciate your
attention to this urgent matter and look forward to your response.

Sincerely,

) .

Ge&orge V. Voinovich C evin
United States Senator [Jnited States Senator

A, kwk
Mark Kirk John Dingdll
Member of Congress Member of Congress

Nwon | Bl

mon J. Ehlers
Member of Congress Member of Congress

enow Sherrod Brown
United States Senator United States Senator
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Russell Feingold
United States Senator

Ko Kokt
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Robert Casey, Jr.

United States Senator

Herb Kohl
United States Senator
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Roland Burris

sy Klobuchar

United States Senator

Charles Schumer
United States Senator
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Al Franken
United States Senator
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United States Senator
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Mem ongress
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er of Congress
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er of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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V' Betty Sutton ' igley
Member of Congress . Member of Congress
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Member of Congre Member of QYongres
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ember of Con Member of Congress
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Member of Congress

Member of Congress
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Member of Congress Member of Congress
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Member of Congress Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Congress of the Anited States
MWashington, BE 20515

January 22, 2010

The Honorable Jo-Ellen Darcy Admiral Thad W. Allen

Assistant Secretary of the Army, Civil Works Commandant

U.S. Department of the Army United States Coast Guard,

108 Army Pentagon, Room 3E446 , 2100 Second St., S.W.
Washington, DC 20310-0108 Washington, DC 20593

The Honorable Lisa Jackson The Honorable Sam Hamﬂton
Administrator . Director

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency U.S. Fish and Wildlife Agcncy
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W, 1849 C Street, NW
Washington, DC 20460 Washington, DC 20240

Dear Secretary Darcy, Administrator Jackson, Admiral Allen, and Director Hamilton:

It is with great concern we write to you today, As you know, the Asian carp poses one
of the most serious threats to the Great Lakes to date. Should the carp get into the Lakes, the
ecological and economical damage would be devastating.

We understand that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the Environmental Protection
Agency, Fish and Wildlife Service and the Coast Guard have been working hand in hand to
address the carp as a result of recent positive environmental DNA (eDNA) detection and we
applaud those efforts. However, we are very alarmed at the length of time it is taking to
formulate a comprehensive response plan. The first positive detection of eDNA above the
electric dispersal barrier was in November 2009, with subsequent positive detections. We are
also dismayed at recent comments made to the media that several hundred carp would need to
be detected before the federal agencies would change their current plan of dealing with this
invasive species. :

The threat of the carp has been evident for many years and it is not going away. As
such, we request that the completed comprehensive response plan be submitted to members of
the Michigan delegation no later than close of business, Friday, February 5™, Please include
in that plan any additional authorities necessary to address the carp in a comprehensnvc
manner.

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPEA



We know you understand the urgency of the threat to the Great Lakes and Jook
forward to continuing to work with you in a constructive manner. Should you have any
quesnons and to submit the comprehensive plan, please contact Joy Mulinex at

Joy Mulinex@]evin senate.gov.

De

U.S. Senator
Fred Upton ‘ 5
Member of Congress '
Vi J ok Min o [L*&w'
Vern Ehlers Dale Kildee
Member of Congress . Member of Congress
Gary®eters Mark Schauer
Member of Congress ' Member of Congress
Dave Cémp
Member of Congress
Bart Stupak Candace Miller

Member of Congress Member of Congress
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FEB 0 5 2010

Mail Code: R-19)

The Honorable Gary Peters
House of Representatives
1130 Longworth Building
Washington DC 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

On behalf of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, thank you for your letter dated January 22,
2010, stating your concern with the timely development of a comprehensive response plan for
preventing the introduction of Asian carp in the Great Lakes.

As you are aware, the coordinating state, federal and local agencies recently conducted a
successful rapid response operation in support of the scheduled required maintenance of the
dispersal barrier in the Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal. The operation demonstrated the clear
commitment of numerous organizations at all levels of government to coordinate Asian carp
prevention and control efforts. Building upon this successful model of interagency cooperation,
we are enhancing our investment in this important effort to prevent Asian carp from entering the
Great Lakes. Additional resources, such as those provided through the Great Lakes Restoration
Initiative, are being utilized to support these collective efforts.

We are promptly developing a short- and long-term, comprehensive Asian carp
prevention plan with our partners to address the concerns of the Michigan Congressional
Delegation. The comprehensive strategy and control framework includes diverse actions such as
chemical treatments, structural solutions, enhanced detection systems and research for biological
solutions, and management and operations approaches.

The State and Federal agencies currently working to address the challenge of preventing
the introduction of Asian carp in the Great Lakes take this responsibility very seriously, and treat
the detection and capture of even a single specimen with the utmost importance. We
acknowledge the variables related to the population dynamics and habitat requirements of Asian
carp provide many uncertainties as to their potential to successfully establish self-sustaining
populations in the Great Lakes. However, we can assure you that the unified response conducted
on behalf of the State and Federal partnership will be focused, intensive and ongoing. This effort
will be implemented with the singular goal of preventing Asian carp species from accessing and
gaining a foothold in this critically important watershed.
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We are deeply commiitted to reducing and eliminating the risk of unintentional migration
of Asian carp into the Great Lakes and are doing everything within our authorities toward this
end. Simultaneously, we are mindful of other concerns such as navigation issues, storm water
management, and public safety concerns, and remain committed to addressing the concerns of all
partners and stakeholders when planning for and acting upon our decisions.

Again, thank you for your letter. We look forward to working with you and your staff to
ensure that the development and implementation of the framework is effective. If you have any
questions or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me directly.
Additionally, your staff may contact Ms. Mary Canavan or Ms. Ronna Beckmann, of the EPA
Region 5 Congressional Liaison Office, at (312) 886-3000.

Sincerely, .

Bharat Mathur fé/\
Acting Regional Administrator
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Congress of the Tnited States
Tashington, BE 20510

January 23, 2013

The Honorable Lisa Jackson

Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Administration
1200 Pennsyivania Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20460

Dear Administrator Jackson,

We write to express our support for the Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority’s (DBRA)
application for an Area Wide Planning Grant to redevelop brownfield sites around Detroit’s
historic Eastern Market.

Eastern Market is an open air, fresh food market that attracts some 40,000 people every
weekend. It is one of Detroit’s greatest assets and the hub of the region’s fresh food economy,
housing a growing cluster of approximately 80 food-related businesses. Unfortunately, there are
several brownfield sites with abandoned structures that pose safety risks and hold back broader

redevelopment.

This grant will allow the DBRA and the Eastern Market Corporation to use Eastern Market as a
starting point for revitalizing the district, creating new opportunities and improved conditions for
existing residents while attracting new investment and development.

The continued enhancement of Eastern Market will provide greater opportunities for area-wide
redevelopment and community improvement in Detroit. As you know, the need to transform
blighted areas in Detroit into economically viable communities is of the greatest urgency, and we
urge your support for this important proposal.

Sincerely,

Debbie Stabenow Carl Levin
United States Senator United States Senator

Gatfé Peters ',-- John Conyers Jr.
Member of Congress Member of Congress mbes-6t Congress
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FEB 13 2013

OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

The Honorable Gary Peters
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for your letter of January 23, 2013, supporting the proposal submission from the Detroit
Brownfield Redevelopment Authority (DBRA) to the Brownfields Area-Wide Planning (AWP)
Program. I appreciate your interest in this program and your support of DBRA’s proposal.

As you know, the Small Business Liability Relief and Brownfields Revitalization Act assists
communities in their efforts to revitalize and reclaim brownfields sites. Under the pilot AWP program
the EPA awarded twenty-three grants to communities across the country. This pilot program
demonstrated how planning for the reuse of brownfields sites can be effective when done in conjunction
with creating supportive area-wide revitalization and implementation strategies. Developing an area-
wide plan helps guide the clean up and reuse of key brownfield sites, which can bring about improved
environmental and socioeconomic conditions within local communities.

The EPA’s selection criteria for proposals are available in the Request for Proposals for Brownfields
Area-Wide Planning Grants (September 2012), posted on our web site at
www.epa.gov/brownfields/areawide_grants.htm. Each proposal will be carefully reviewed and
evaluated by a selection panel that will apply these objective criteria in this highly competitive program.
Please be assured that the proposal from the DBRA will be given every consideration.

Again, thank you for your letter, If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call
Raquel Snyder, in EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, at (202) 564-9586.

Sincerely,
Mathy Stanislaus
Assistant Administrator

Intemet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov )
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Congress of the Tnited States
TWashington, BL 20515

June 17, 2013

Administrator Robert Perciasepe
Acting Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20460-0001

Dear Administrator Perciasepe:

We are seeking clarification regarding the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) New
Source Performance Standard (NSPS), Subpart UUU (40CFR, Part 60) for Calciners and Dryers
in Mineral Processing Industries and recent enforcement actions against U.S. foundries.
Specifically, we are concerned about why: a) EPA is enforcing the provisions of Subpart UUU
against foundries when it never intended to include these type of facilities as a source category
since metalcasting is not a mineral processing industry; and, b) why EPA has failed to
promulgate an exemption for foundries from NSPS, Subpart UUU consistent with the original
intent of the rule.

It is our understanding that it was not the EPA’s intention to subject the foundry industry to this
NSPS rule as metal casting is a separate industry from the mineral processers that Subpart UUU
was intended to regulate. Furthermore, the original NSPS, Subpart UUU rule which was
finalized in September 1992, did not list foundries as an atfected industry nor did it designate
applicable foundry Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) codes.

On April 22, 2008 (73 Fed. Reg. 21559), EPA proposed a regulation to specifically exempt
foundries trom the requirements of Subpart UUU (in part because the Agency never intended to
cover toundries). The proposed regulatory language that EPA agreed to stated that, “processes
used solely for the reclamation and reuse of industrial sand from metal foundries” shall be
exempt from the requirements of Subpart UUU in the {inal rule. In April 2009 (74 Fed. Reg.
19294y, EPA issued the {inal rule for Subpart OQO and noted in the preamble that it was not
taking final action on the proposcd revisions to Subpart UUU. It is our understanding that in
subsequent discussions with EPA officials following the decision to take no final action on the
cxemption for toundries, EPA cnforcement officials agreed that the Agency would not initiate
enforcement actions against foundries for Subpart UUU requirements and would address the
issuc with individual facilitics at the time of permit renewal. .

In addition, 1:PA regions across the country have taken inconsistent positions on whether Subpart
UUU should apply to foundry sand reclamation and reuse processes at foundries. Recently EPA
Region V has initiated enforcement actions against foundries that included violations of Subpart
UUU requirements. Although the recent enforcement actions are currently limited in geographic
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scope to this region, we have significant concerns that enforcement efforts will be expanded to
other areas in the country. As the EPA originally intended to exempt foundries from this
regulation, we believe this new enforcement action is misguided.

EPA’s recent efforts to impose Subpart UUU requirements on units used solely for the
reclamation and reuse of industrial sand from foundries creates an unnecessary regulatory
burden, uncertainty and increased costs for foundries. EPA Region V has initiated enforcement
actions, even though the record is clear that Subpart UUU should not apply to foundries.

By way of background, foundries are essential to the U.S. economy. Every sector relies on metal
castings, with 90 percent of all manufactured goods and capital equipment incorporating
engineered castings into their makeup. They produce castings that are integral to the automotive,
construction, energy, aerospace, agriculture, plumbing, manufacturing, and national defense
sectors. The American foundry industry provides employment for over 200,000 men and women
directly and sustains thousands of other jobs indirectly. The industry supports a payroll of more
than $8 billion and sales of more than $36 billion annually. Metalcasting plants are found in
cvery state, and the industry is made up of predominately small businesses. Approximately 80
percent of domestic metalcasters have fewer than 100 employees.

Foundries utilize millions of tons of sand each year — these processing units serve to reclaim and
rcuse the sand. This process should be encouraged because they provide significant
environmental benefits. Additionally, sand systems at foundries are already controlled by other
air regulations.

It is clear to us that EPA’s original rule did not intend for foundries to have to comply with
NSPS, Subpart UUU. Consistent with its original intent of Subpart UUU, EPA must finalize a
regulation to exempt foundrics from the applicability of this regulation. Plcase provide a
detailed explanation of how and when EPA plans to promulgate an exemption tor foundries from
NSPS, Subpart UUU. We appreciate your attention to this matter and look forward to your
timely response.

Sincerely,
Chuck Fleischmann Gary EEtefs
Member of Congress Member of Congress

(%) B Fre Bt

Phil Roe Joe Barton
Member of Congress Member of Congress
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COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE
' The Honorable Gary Peters

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for your June 17, 2013, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the
Clean Air Act (CAA) New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for Calciners and Dryers in the
Mineral Processing Industries (40 CFR, Part 60), and the application of these standards to certain
foundry operations. 1 welcome the opportunity to explain how the EPA addresses probable violations of
the NSPS.

By way of background, the NSPS Subpart UUU applies to any facility which processes “industrial sand”
in “calciners and dryers.” As early as 1986, the EPA stated in the preamble to the Notice of Proposed

Rulemaking that the rule . . . would apply to new, modified, and reconstructed calciners and dryers at
mineral processing plants.” In both the proposed and the final rules, the EPA defined a mineral
processing plant as . . . any facility that processes or produces any of the following minerals....” In

the preamble and in the final rule, the EPA listed “industrial sand” as one of the listed minerals, and
broadly defined the affected facility, “dryer,” as “. . . the equipment used to remove uncombined (free)
water from mineral material through direct or indirect heating.” As a result, where foundries process the
listed mineral “industrial sand,” they meet the definition of “mineral processing plant,” and the
“calciners and dryers” that are used by these foundries to process the industrial sand are subject to NSPS
Subpart UUU,

The National Industrial Sand Association confirms, on its website, that foundries are one of the primary
users of the listed mineral industrial sand, stating that . . . [i]ndustrial sand is an essential part of the
ferrous and non-ferrous foundry industry.” The Association goes on to further state that “. . . core sand
can be thermally or mechanically recycled . ...”

In April 2008, as part of the EPA’s proposed amendments to the NSPS for Nonmetallic Mineral
Processing Plants (Subpart OOQ), we requested public comment on the applicability of

Subpart UUU to sand and reclamation processes at metal foundries. The addition of this language in the
Subpart OOO proposal coincided with inquiries regarding this issue by foundry industry representatives
at that time. After further consideration, the EPA determined, for the reasons discussed above, that our
prior interpretation that Subpart UUU applied to calciners and dryers processing industrial sand at
foundries was correct. In addition, it was also determined that Subpart OOO was not the appropriate
vehicle to take action on this matter because that Subpart dealt with a different industry sector.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Consequently, the EPA decided at that time that no further action to amend Subpart UUU, or otherwise
change its applicability criteria, was necessary or appropriate. Should the agency decide to re-evaluate
the applicability of this rule, it would generally do so under Section 111(b)(1)(B) of the CAA, which
authorizes the agency to revise the NSPS from time-to-time. Subpart UUU is not currently scheduled
for review under Section 111(b)(1)(B) of the CAA.

Based on the above rationale, the EPA is currently taking enforcement action in the EPA Region 5 for
identified violations of NSPS Subpart UUU at subject foundries. There are 138 iron and steel foundries
in Region 5. In the last two years, Region 5 has conducted compliance evaluations at 39 of these
foundries and, thus far, has found 11 to be in violation of the Clean Air Act; only 3 of the 11 cases
included violations of Subpart UUU. To remedy the currently identified Subpart UUU violations, the

3 affected facilities have agreed to conduct some additional testing. Thus far, no penalties have been
assessed for the NSPS Subpart UUU violations.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff may call
Pamela Janifer in the EPA Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-6969.

Sincerely,




AL~ )]700(-GST s

THE WHITE HOUSE OFFICE
REFERRAL

November 16, 2011

TO: ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AéENCY ,
ACTION COMMENTS: '
ACTION REQUESTED: APPROPRIATE ACTION
REFERRAL COMMENTS:

DESCRIPTION OF INCOMING:

ID: 1060249
MEDIA: LETTER |
DOCUMENT DATE: November 15, 2011 I
TO: PRESIDENT OBAMA
FROM: THE HONORABLE EDWARD MARKEY |

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
WASHINGTON, DC 20515

SUBJECT: COMMEND THE PRESIDENT FOR BRINGING CERTAINTY TO FUEL ECONOMY

AND TAILPIPE EMISSION STANDARDS FOR MODEL YEARS 2017-26 CARS AND
LIGHT TRUCKS TO 54.5 MILES PER GALLON

COMMENTS:

i
!

i

PROMPT ACTION I8 ESSENTIAL IF REQUIRED ACTION HAS NOT BEEN TAKEN WITHIN § WORKING DAYS OF RECEIPT
UNLESS OTHERWISE STATED, PLEASE TELEPHONE THE UNDERSIGNED AT (202) 450-2500,

RETURN ORIGINAL CORRESPONDENCE, WORKSHEET AND COPY OF RESPONSE (OR DRAFT) TO: DOCUMENT TRACKING UNIT,
ROOM 88, OFFICE OF RECORDS MANAGEMENT - THE WHITE HOUSE, 20800 !
FAX A COPY OF REPONSE TO: (202) 4508-58381



THE WHITE HOUSE kg, .
DOCUMENT MANAGEMENT AND f
TRACKING WORKSHEET ; \

DATE RECEIVED: November 17, 2011 CASE ID: 1069249
NAME OF CORRESPONDENT: THE HONORABLE EDWARD MARKEY

SUBJECT: COMMEND THE PRESIDENT FOR BRINGING CERTAINTY TO FUEL ECONOMY AN3
TAILPIPE EMISSION STANDARDS FOR MODEL YEARS 2017-25 CARS AND LIGHT TRUCKS
TO 54.5 MILES PER GALLON

ROUTE TO:
AGENCY/OFFICE (STAFF NAME)

LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS ROB-NABORS ORG 11/16/2011

/ ACTION COMMENTS:

%/IRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY A 11/16/2011

ACTION COMMENTS:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION A 11/16/2011
ACTION COMMENTS:

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY N 11/16/2011 Cc 11/16/2011

ACTION COMMENTS:

ACTION COMMENTS:

COMMENTS: 110 ADDL SIGNEES

MEDIA TYPE: LETTER USER CODE:

ACTION CODES - DISPOBITION .
A = APPROPRIATE ACTION TYPE RESPONSE DISPOSITION CODES COMPLETED DATE
B = RESEARCH AND REPORT BACK ;
D = DRAFT RESPONSE INITIALS OF SIGNER (W.H. A = ANSWERED OR DATE OF
{ = INFO COPY/NO ACT NECESSARY STAFF) ACKNOWLEDGED ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
R = DIRECT REPLY W/ COPY NRN = NO RESPONSE NEEDED |C = CLOSED OR CLOSEQUT DATE
ORG = ORIGINATING OFFICE OTBE = OVERTAKEN BY EVENTS |X = INTERIM REPLY (MM/DD/YY}

KEEP THIS WORKSHEET ATTACHED TO THE ORIGINAL INCOMING LETTER AT ALL TIMES ;
REFER QUESTIONS TO DOCUMENT TRACKING UNIT (202)-486-2580
:g'g:‘ lzgugéré% UPDATES AND COMPLETED RECORDS TO OFFICE OF RECORDS MANAGEMENT - DOCUMENT TRACKING UNIT

Scann
ORM B



067297

Congress of the nited States
TWashington, B 20513

November 15, 2011

The Honorable Barack H. Obama
President of the United States
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.-W.
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr, President:

We write to commend you for bringing certainty to fuel economy and tailpipe
emission standards for model years 2017-25 cars and light trucks to 54.5 miles per gallon

(mpg).

The framework agreement brought together automotive manufacturers, labor, the
environmental community, and government agencies. Industry groups such as the
National Association of Manufacturers praised the agreement as a “positive step.” Asa
result, automakers will enjoy regulatory certainty, which will help them design and build
the advanced technology vehicles of the future and compete in an increasingly global
marketplace. The agreement protects American jobs and consumers, and as such was a
remarkable achievement.

In addition, we were pleased that the Administration intends to include a "mid-
term" review for the 2022-2025 requirements. This provides an opportunity for the last
set of increases to be re-visited to see if the assumptions on technology, costs, fuel prices,
consumer acceptance and vehicle prices still support the standards that will be proposed,
or whether their stringency should be revised upwards or downwards.

These regulations, taken together with the first phase of the standards for model
years 2012-16 vehicles, will remove the need for as much as 3.8 million barrels of
petroleum per day by 2030. Consumers will save thousands of dollars at the pump for
gasoline they will no longer need to buy over the lifetime of their vehicles.

In conclusion, we believe that these standards to reduce petroleum use in cars and
light trucks represent an opportunity to increase our national and economic security in an
unprecedented way by dramatically decreasing our dependence on foreign sources of
petroleum. They also bring a certainty to the regulatory framework for the industry and
workers who design and build these vehicles.

€M5.

Edward J. Markey
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JAN 18 2017

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Gary Peters
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for your letter of November 15, 2011, to President Obama, co-signed by 110 of your
colleagucs, regarding the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and National Highway Traffic and
Safety Administration’s (NHTSA) recent joint proposed rule for fuel economy and greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissions standards for model year 2017 to 2025 passenger cars and light trucks. This proposed
rule was signed on November 16, 2011. We appreciate your support and value your interest in these
standards, and have added your letter to our administrative docket for the rulemaking.

The proposed rule would provide auto manufacturers with the certainty needed to make long-term
investments in technology and build advanced technology vehicles. Also, continuing the National
Program would cnsure that all manufacturers can build a single fleet of U.S. vehicles that would satisfy
the requirements of both the Federal and California programs, thus helping to reduce costs and
regulatory complexity while providing significant energy security and environmental benefits.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call
Diann Frantz in EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-3668.

Sincerely,

Gina MLCarthy
Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) * hitp //www.epa.gov
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Gary C. Peters l/ a _DD / - 7 W / COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES
MEMBER OF CONGRESS CAPITAL MARKETS, INSURANCE, AND
9TH DISTRICT, MICHIGAN GOVERNMENT-SPONSORED ENTERPRISES

www.peters house.gov @ﬂngl‘eﬂﬂ ut tbe mnl’teh gtateﬂ INTERNATIONAL ¥.§T§EA"Y PoLICY AND
Bouse of Representatives COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND
waﬂhl’ngtﬂn, BC 20515 TECHNOLOGY AND INNOVATION

November 19, 2009

The Honorable Lisa Jackson
Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20460

Dear Administrator Jackson:

Thank you for your leadership of the Environmental Protection Agency and
attention to programs funded under the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act
(ARRA). These programs continue to provide critical resources to communities and |
commend you for your stewardship in this area. In particular, the Clean Water State
Revolving Fund has been of great interest to my district. However, several concerns have
recently arisen regarding the ability for a township to award a contract to an entity other
than the lowest bidder. The Township is interested in understanding if they would
jeopardize ARRA dollars with such an action, and if these monies would further be
jeopardized if the lowest bidder files a complaint against the Township.

I have attached the letter for your review, and would appreciate any guidance
EPA could provide on this matter, Please feel free to contact me or Carly Hepola on my
staff at (202) 225-5802 or Carly.Hepola@mail.house.gov. Thank you for your attention
to this request.

’ Gary C. Peters
Member of Congress

Attachment

DiSTRICT OFFICE
560 Kir1s BLVD
SuITE #105
Trovy, MI 48084
(248) 2734227
FAX (248) 2734704

WASHINGTON OFFICE
1130 LONGWORTH HOus L OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTON, DC 20515
(202) 225-5802
FAX (202) 226-2356
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MNovember 18, 2009

Dear Congressman Gary Peters,

The Chartsr Township of West Blioomfield requires assisiance in an issue regarding ARRA stimuius
tunds for a Clean Water State Revolving Fund project The Township has been lssued an Administrative
Consent Crder for sankary sewer improvements in the Evergreen Fammington District. We have
successfully appied for Clean Water Stats Revolving Funds and have conducted a request for
proposal. The Buy American (ARRA Section 1805) language was used verbatim in our RFP,

Our dilemma is that the lowest biider, Liquiforcs, is a Cansdian-owned and operated company with
» Romulius, Michigan satafiits office and it comphas with all of the requirements in our REP,
including the Buy American clause. Our 7-member Democratic Board voted lest svening In favor to bid
the stimuius-funded project to Liquiforce, as our General Counael and Engineer ¢lalmed that we
would lose the stimulus funde for the project if we awarded it to the second-lowsst bidder (8 U.S-
besed international company, instituform) and the lowest bidder, Liquiforce, filed a compiaint. The
media is covering this lssue. | initially voted against awarding ths contract to Liquiforce and changed my
vote later 1n the maeting to be on the pravalling side to allow me to Mmake a reconsideration motion at our
next Board meeting this Thursday, 11/19, at 12:18 p.m.

My questions are as follows:

s If the townahip sawarde the CWSRF contract to the seocond lowest bidder and the lowest
bidder flles a complaint, will we lose our stimulus funde?

*  Canwe recelve 3 written guarantes that we will not lose stimulus funding by lesuing the
contract to the second lowsst bidder and U.8.-bassd company (as the iowest bidder will
most asssursdly protest)?

e Why dossn't the ARRA Section 1608 Buy American langusge make it explictly clear thet
stimulue funds can only be awarded to U.S.-based companies, rather than just requiring

US labor and matsrials for manufacturing the product? You wili want to address this luuo
as other municipslities will have the same lesue.

Thank you for your assistance in this urgent and imporant matter.
Sincerest Regards,

Sl 2l Lo o

Michele Economou Ureste
Waest Bloomfleld Township Supervisor

4550 Walrnu: [ate Road » Wess Bloompield, M1 48325-0130 @ (248) 4514848 Fux (248) 682-3788 www.whtwp.comn
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The Honorabie Gary C. Peters
United States House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for your letter of November 19, 2009, to Lisa P. Jackson, Administrator of the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), communicating the concerns of West Bloomfield
Township Supervisor, Michele Economou Ureste. In particular, Ms. Ureste is concerned that the
Township may lose funding provided under the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act
(ARRA) for its project if it does not choose the lowest responsible bidder, a company
headquartered in Canada. She also expressed the concern that a bid protest from the lowest
responsible bidder may jeopardize funding.

Federal procurement rules do not apply to funds awarded by State Revolving Fund
programs (SRFs). It is essential for any recipient of funding to comply with State and local
rules, regulations, and requirements. Therefore, the EPA cannot opine on whether the Township
may award a contract to the second lowest responsible bidder.

Section 1605 of the ARRA requires that all iron, steel, and manufactured goods used in a
project funded with ARRA funds be made in America. This requirement applies only to iron,
steel, and manufactured goods, not to the location of incorporation of a contractor. Ms. Ureste
states that the lowest responsible bidder is a foreign-owned corporation, but that it certifies that it
will comply with all Buy American requirements under section 1605 of the ARRA. Therefore,
section 1605 should not be used as a basis for disqualifying the lowest responsible bidder.
However, as mentioned above, the selection of a bidder is a local matter,

Of greater importance is the ARRA requirement that all projects be under contract or
construction by February 17, 2010, or the State will be subject to loss of funds. If the West
Bloomfield project is not under contract by February 17, 2010, the Township will lose ARRA
funding. The State will be forced to provide the funds to another community in advance of the
deadline, or return the funds to EPA. Therefore, if a bid protest prevents the Township from
signing the contract for construction of the project, the State may be forced to cancel the
assistance agreement.

internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may call Greg Spraul, in EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations,
at (202) 564-0255.

Sincerely,

S

ter S. Silva
sistant Administrator
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Congress of the Wnited States
Washington, BE 20515

July 29, 2011

Lisa Jackson

Administrator

Environmental Protection Agency
USEPA Ariel Rios Building (AR)
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue N.W,

Washington, DC 20004

Dear Administrator Jackson:

The Clean Water Act (CWA) is one of our nation’s greatest environmental laws, safeguarding
our rivers, lakes, and streams and protecting the health and safety of our drinking water. Under
your leadership, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has taken significant actions to
improve the safety of our drinking water, and we encourage you to continue to protect our
waterways. In particular, we support agency actions to clarify the jurisdiction of the EPA and the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers under the Clean Water Act.

Almost a half century ago, the United States passed bipartisan legislation, the Clean Water Act,
to protect our nation’s waterways. This legislation came on the heels of several rivers catching
on fire, including the Cuyahoga River in 1969. In 1977, this statute was strengthened, and the
United States again demonstrated its commitment to clean drinking water.

There is no right more basic than the right to safe drinking water, and that right depends on
unpolluted source waters. The Clean Water Act protects our water from heavy metals such as
arsenic and lead, dangerous pathogens like E. coli, and other toxins. Clean drinking water is
basic to our very survival.

Not only is clean water important to public health, but it is also vital to our economy and to our
heritage. From the Great Lakes to the Chesapeake Bay, and from the Yellowstone River to the
Mississippi River, our waterways support fishing, sightseeing, and tourism. Wetlands serve as
flood control, protecting inland communities from damage. The cumulative economic value of
our waters is stunning. According to the United Nations Educational Science and Cultural
Organization, lakes and rivers have an annual economic value of $19,580 per hectare. The Great
Lakes fisheries alone generate approximately $7 billion in economic activity annually.
Nationally, the commercial fishing industry generates more than $100 billion in sales and
supports more than 1.5 million jobs.

A strong Clean Water Act has moved us beyond the days of rivers on fire. However, there is still
more to be done. Indeed, state and EPA data reveal that 44 percent of assessed river and stream
miles and 64 percent of assessed lake acres do not meet relevant water quality standards.
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We cannot sacrifice our waterways and our drinking waltcr.,

Unlortunately, two recent Supreme Court decisions (SWANCC v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
and Rapanos v. U.S.) and subscquent administration guidance threaten protections for millions of
acres of wetlands and sireams. These Supreme Court cases, combined with previous
administration guidance, potentially narrow the interpretation of the Clean Water Act by
Jjeopardizing protections for intermittent and seasonal streams and certain wetlands across the
country. These types of strcams comprise up to 60 percent of streams in the U.S., and feed the

drinking water supplies of 117 million Americans.

In April 2011, the EPA issued guidance in order to clarify the jurisdiction of the US EPA and the

US Army Corps, and extend the protections of the CWA to

smaller headways and waterways.

This guidance, consistent with the Supreme Court decisions, will help us to move forward in
protecting the waterways that serve the drinking water for over 117 million Americans.

We appreciate the recent work of the EPA to clarify the requirements of the Clean Water Act,
and we look forward to working with you to protect our nation's waterways.

Sincerely,

Louise M. Slaughtér Z
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SEP -9 2011
The Honorable Gary C. Peters aren,

United States House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for your letter of July 29, 2011, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
Administrator Lisa P. Jackson regarding our joint effort with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)
to develop guidance on Clean Water Act jurisdiction. Administrator Jackson has asked that I respond to
your letter.

We appreciate your observations regarding the importance of clean water to public health, our economy,
and the environment. The importance of clean water has guided the agencies’ efforts to clarify what
waters are protected by the Clean Water Act after two U.S. Supreme Court cases. The agencies believe
that public input is important to developing sound public policy. Thus, we published the draft guidance
on May 2, 2011 for comment. The comment period closed July 31, 2011. We have received many
thousands of comments, and are in the process of reviewing and analyzing the information and ideas
submitted.

The draft guidance reaffirms protections for small streams that feed into larger streams, rivers, bays and
coastal waters, affecting the integrity of those waters. It also reaffirms protection for wetlands that filter
pollution and help protect communities from flooding. This draft guidance would help protect the
streams and wetlands that affect the quality of the water used for drinking, swimming, fishing, farming,
manufacturing, tourism and other activities essential to the American economy and quality of life. It
also would improve regulatory clarity, predictability, consistency and transparency.

In the May 2, 2011, Federal Register Notice, the EPA and Corps stated that they expect to propose
revisions to existing regulations to further clarify which waters are subject to Clean Water Act
jurisdiction, consistent with the Supreme Court’s decisions. This is still the intention of the EPA and
Corps.

Thank you for your continued interest and support of our nation’s efforts to ensure clean water. If you
have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call Denis Borum in the EPA’s Office of
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations on 202-564-4836.

Sincerely, %
Nancy K. Stoner
Acting Assistant Administrator

Intemet Address (URL) ¢ http:/iwww.epa.gov
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@ongress of the United States
HWashington, BE 20515

November 17, 2012

The Honorable Lisa Jackson

Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Administration
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20460

Re:  Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority’s Application
fot a Revolving Loan Fund Grant

Dear Administrator Jackson,

We write to express our support for the Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority’s (DBRA)
application for EPA grant funding to capitalize a Revolving Loan Fund (RLF) to help meet
brownfield remediation and redevelopment needs in the City of Detroit.’

The redevelopment of brownfield sites is integral to economic recovery in the City of Detroit. The
remediation of contaminated sites is challenging for developers, however, and there is substantial
need for financing assistance to help meet the unique costs of redeveloping these sites. We
understand that there is a pipeline of important brownfield redevelopment projects that could move
forward, with this financing assistance, to create jobs, generate new investment in Detroit, and
improve public health and the environment.

The creation of a Revolving Loan Fund administered by the DBRA will be a key step in helping
developers clean up and transform brownfield sites into new productive uses. This effort to spur
redevelopment and reinvestment in Detroit is of the utmost urgency, and the DBRA’s application
has our strong support.

Sincerely,
! chbic@ Carl Levin
United States Senator United States Senator
Gaty C. Roters J&%A Conyers Jr. Hansen Clarke

Member of Congtess Member of Congress Member of Congtess
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OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

The Honorable Gary Peters
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for your letter of November 17, 2012, supporting the Brownfields Grant Proposal from the
Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority in Michigan. I appreciate your interest in the Brownfields
Program and your support of the proposal.

As you know, the Small Business Liability Relief and Brownfields Revitalization Act assists states and
communities throughout the country in their efforts to revitalize and reclaim brownfields sites. This
program is an excellent example of the success that is possible when people of all points of view work
together to improve the environment and their communities.

Last year's application process was highly competitive, with the EPA evaluating more than 600 grant
proposals. From these proposals, the EPA announced the selection of approximately 200 grants.

The EPA’s selection criteria for grant proposals are available in the Proposal Guidelines for Brownfields
Assessment, Revolving Loan Fund, and Cleanup Grants (September 2012), posted on our brownfields
website at www.epa.gov/brownfields. Each proposal will be carefully reviewed and evaluated by a
selection panel that applies these objective criteria in this highly competitive program. Be assured that
the grant proposal submitted by the Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority will be given every
consideration.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call
Raquel Snyder, in EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, at (202) 564-9586.

Sincerely,
Mathy Stanislaus
Assistant Administrator

Intemet Address {URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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Washington, BC 20515

June 10, 2011

The Honorable Lisa Jackson
Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue N.W.
Washington, DC 20004

Dear Administrator Jackson,

On May 3, 2011, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) published in the Federal Register a
proposed rule for national emission standards for hazardous air pollutants from coal and oil-fired clectric
generation — the so-called *“Utility MACT?” rule. This proposed rule, unparalleled in its size and scope for
maximum achievable control technology rule, presents a set of new regulations with possible wide-
reaching impacts on the way our country generates and consumes electricity, Accordingly, such a dense
and wide-ranging rulemaking requires thorough analysis and evaluation by stakeholders. We are writing
to request that EPA extend the comment period beyond the 60 days, to a total of 120 days, in order to
allow for the necessary analysis and ultimate comments on this very complex proposed rule,

Like you, we believe constructive efforts must be made to reduce harmful emissions from our
nation’s electric utilities for the betterment of human health and the environment; this is the meritorious
goal of the Clean Air Act. At the same time, we also must be mindful of the economic impact new
regulations could have, especially with the complexity and breadth of applicability for this proposed rule
being so significant. By EPA’s own analysis, this proposed rule will cost nearly $11 billion per year with
retail electricity rates increasing by an average of 3.7% annually.

Moreover, errors in calculations have come to light since the rule was proposed on May 3. While
EPA states that the errors will not have a significant impact on the limit for mercury at existing power
plants, we believe that the public should have ample opportunity to examine the revised mercury
calculations and comment on them.

A request for an extension of the comment period would be consistent with the consent decree
issued by the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia in April, 2010 where the court provides that
EPA may modify the rulemaking process beyond the November deadline by providing notice and reasons
for a modification. Clearly, the importance and complexity of this proposed rule, and the concemns cited
above, warrant additional time for public consumption.

We thank you in advance for your consideration.

John D. Dingell -S Tlm Holden
Member of Congress : Member of Congress
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OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Gary Peters
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for the letter of June 10, 2011, requesting an extension of the public comment period for the
proposed “National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants from Coal- and Oil-fired Electric
Utility Steam Generating Units and Standards of Performance for Fossil-Fuel-Fired Electric Utility,
Industrial-Commercial-Institutional, and Small Industrial-Commercial-Institutional Steam Generating
Units” (the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards rule), which was published in the Federal Register on
May 3, 2011. The proposal identified a public comment period of 60 days; that period would end on
July 5, 2011. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is extending the comment period by 30
days to August 4.

While we are extending the comment period, we are not seeking to extend the November 16, 2011
deadline for signature of the final rule, and remain committed to meeting that deadline.

The 30-day extension will have the effect of providing the public with a 140-day period to review the
proposal. As you know, interested parties were aware of the posting on March 16, 2011 of the signed
proposal on EPA’s website (http://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/utility/utilitypg.html), along with much of the
pertinent supporting documentation (including the analyses used in establishing the proposed emission
limits and the technical support documents). The proposal was published a little over 6 weeks later, on
May 3, marking the beginning of the formal public comment period. Thus, as of August 4, the public
will have been provided with approximately 140 days in total in which to review and provide written
comments on the proposed rule and supporting documents and at least 60 days for other documentation
that was not loaded onto the website until sometime after signature of the proposed rule. This comment
period is significantly longer than statutorily required; however, given some of the substantive issues
specific to this rulemaking, we are extending the period during which the public can submit comments.

In the context of our commitment to meet the November 16 deadline for issuing the final rule, it is worth
noting that others have reported to the agency that many companies have already made decisions in
anticipation of the November 16, 2011 final rule. Most notably, companies have participated in capacity
auctions for 2015 in which they factored in the existence of the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards rule.
For example, in the PJM region, which includes 54 million customers in 13 Mid-Atlantic and
Midwestern states, companies have committed resources (including existing power plants, new plants,
upgraded plants, and energy efficiency and demand response) necessary to meet the region’s 2015

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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power needs. These companies are now, in effect, financially bound to meet these commitments. A
similar capacity auction has also been conducted by ISO-New England with bidding reflecting the costs
of conforming with the rule.

Other system operators have undertaken planning, analysis, and related activities in preparation for
compliance with the rule as well. These ongoing activities suggest that the regulated community would
benefit at this point from the final rule being promulgated on schedule, as that would ensure that the
affected companies and system operators were provided with full information on their compliance
obligations under the rule. For these reasons — and in view, of course, of the crucial public health
benefits provided by the rule, we believe that it is important to maintain the November 16 signature date
for the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards rule.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff may call
Josh Lewis in EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-2095.

Assistant Administrator
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@ongress of the United States

Washington, DE 20515
December 28, 2012

The Honorable Lisa Jackson
Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Administrator Jackson:

-We write to invite you to attend the 2013 North American International Auto Show
(NAIAS) in Detroit, Michigan, during the week of January 14, 2013,

The American automobile industry has made great strides in the few short years since the
financial crisis of 2008. Millions of jobs were saved, and the domestic automakers were able to
transform themselves once again into forward-thinking, viable companies. Show attendees will
learn first-hand about the latest developments in the automobile industry by speaking directly to
industry top executives.

Detroit shines when hosting NAIAS because it is a showcase for the ingenuity of the
American automobile industry. For the past few years, the show has also highlighted the
perseverance of domestic automakers, which have restructured themselves and are now
competitive on a global scale. Presidents, Vice Presidents, Cabinet Members, and Members of
Congress all have visited NAIAS over the years, and we hope you are able to attend. We
sincerely hope you will come see the great advances American automakers have made in terms
of fuel economy, automotive safety, and overall vehicle quality, as well as experience their
ongoing commitment to those advances in next year’s models and concept cars.

NAIAS is the automobile industry’s most important event every year. In 2012, nearly
5,300 journalists from 58 countries around the world attended the show. Over 770,000 people
attended the public portion of the show, and its charity events raised $3 million. Over 23,000
automotive professionals alone representing almost 2,000 companies attended the show’s -
Industry Preview Days.

We sincerely hope you will attend NAIAS next January to see first-hand and judge for
yourself our automakers’ dedication to being the best in the world, both now and in the future.
Thank you for your consideration of this request. Should you have any questions, please have
your staff contact Katie Murtha, who is coordinating this event, in Representative Dingell’s
office at 202-225-4071.

N
!

 Sincerely, ,

Debbie Stabenow . John D. Dingell Carl Levin
U.S. Senator Member of Congress ~ U.S. Senator
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December 8, 2011

The Honorable Lisa Jackson
Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20460

Dear Administrator Jackson:

We write to invite you to attend the 2012 North American International Auto
Show (NAIAS) in Detroit during the week of January 9, 2012. The best days for a visit
are the media preview days on January 9 and 10.

As you know, each year, Detroit shines as it hosts NAIAS, This is where the
global automotive community comes together to witness the latest in technology and
automotive business. Over the years, Presidents, Vice Presidents, Cabinet Secretaries, a
well as Members of Congress from around the country, have attended to see not only the
vehicles that will be on the road in the next couple of years but also the concept vehicles
that indicate the future direction of the auto industry. Indeed, the Chevy Volt was
premiered as a concept car at NAIAS in 2007. It is the industry’s most substantive
annual event and in addition to some of the automotive world’s most eagerly anticipated
new vehicle premieres, attendees at the opening days also gain unprecedented access to
more of the industry’s top leaders and thinkers than anywhere else in the hemisphere.

w

Because of the innovation shown at NAIAS in 2011, more than 5000 -
journalists from 55 countries attended in an effort to gain insight into the latest and
greatest technological advancements of the industry and its supply chain. More than
735,000 visitors passed through the doors during public days. This show is uniquely
positioned to be four shows in one- a media preview, an industry preview, a charity
preview and a public show with a 9 day run.

The upcoming NAIAS will showcase American automakers’ return to
profitability and their successful development and marketing of fuel-efficient vehicles
with advanced technologies. These vehicles will be on display at the show, and symposia
with original equipment manufacturers and suppliers will offer participants greater
insight into the technological and strategic underpinnings of the domestic auto industry’s
resurgence. ' : : : : '
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It is our strong hope that you will attend NAIAS. Because the federal governrJ\em
played a significant role in all three U.S. automakers’ return to profitability, I believe you
will find great satisfaction in attending the show. Similarly, NAIAS offers you the
opportunity to experience first-hand how sincerely domestic manufacturers value the
taxpayers’ investment and the concrete steps they have taken to repay that trust.

Thank you for your kind consideration of this request. Should you have any
questions, please feel free to contact one of us directly or have your staff contact Katid
Murtha in Representative John Dingell’s office at 202-225-4071.

Sincerely,

Debbie Stabenow John D. Dingell eV
U.S. Senator Member of Congress U.S. Senator

(Lat. €. (e

John Conyers Dale Kildee
Member of Congress Member of Congress
Gary Peters Hansen Clarke @

Member of Congress Member of Congress
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TWashington, BE 20515
April 29, 2013

The Honorable Bob Perciasepe

Acting Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

1200 Pennsylvania Ave, NW

Washington, DC 20460
Dear Administrator Perciasepe:

[ am writing in follow-up to my November letter that I sent to Administrator Lisa Jackson, along
with Senators Carl Levin and Debbie Stabenow and Representatives John Dingell, John Conyers,
and Sander Levin. In that letter, we outlined the importance of the Detroit Brownfield
Redevelopment Authority's (DBRA) application for an EPA Revolving Loan Fund grant and
how critical it is to urgent community redevelopment and job creation opportunities in Detroit.

Over the past months, I have heard from stakeholders in Detroit how essential brownfields
financing is to redevelopment efforts in the City. In the last year especially, momentum for
redevelopment and transformation in Detroit has greatly accelerated. However, the lack of
brownfields financing remains a significant barrier to redevelopment projects in many areas. In
particular, the DBRA has seen a marked drop in brownfield redevelopment plans as other
sources of brownfields financing have become unavailable.

As I am sure you are aware, the need for reinvestment and redevelopment in Detroit is of the
utmost importance. Brownfields financing is a vital tool in this effort at a critical time for the
continuing turnaround efforts in the City. For this reason, [ wanted to reiterate my support and
ask that EPA provide the DBRA's application every appropriate consideration. You may contact
me directly through my staffer, CeCe Grant, at (202) 225-5802 or cece.grant@mail.house.gov.

Sincerely yours,

Gary C. Peters

Member of Congress

cc: Mathy Stanislaus, Assistant Administrator
Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response

DISTRICT OFFICE WASHINGTON OFFICE

440 Moorde Sireet Suie 299 609 Longworth House Ofhee Building
Detront, ML dR22H Washington, DC 20515
L3135 965-Y96(} (202) 2285802
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The Honorable Gary C. Peters EMERGENC¢ RESPONSE

U. S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for your letter of April 29, 2013 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA),
supporting the Brownfields Grant proposal from the Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority in
Michigan. I appreciate your interest in the Brownfields Program, and your support of the proposal.

As you know, the Small Business Liability Relief and Brownfields Revitalization Act assists states and
communities throughout the country in their efforts to revitalize and reclaim brownfields sites. This
program is an excellent example of the success that is possible when people of all points of view work
together to improve the environment and their communities. The program is also highly competitive due
to great demand for its resources from communities, states, tribal governments and nonprofit entities
across the country.

Unfortunately, the Detroit Brownfield Redevelopment Authority was unsuccessful in receiving a
revolving loan fund grant this round because it did not score high enough on the ranking criteria
established in the FY13 Proposal Guidelines for Brownfield Assessment, Revolving Loan Fund, and
Cleanup Grants (September 2012) posted on our brownfields website at www.epa.gov/brownfields. The
EPA received over 650 grant proposals for consideration and had funds to award approximately 240
grants from the highest ranking proposals.

Each proposal was evaluated along with other proposals received by the deadline as part of the National
Brownfields Program grant competition for FY 2013. All of the proposals were evaluated by panels
consisting of EPA staff, as well as other Federal representatives. These panels assessed how well the
proposals met the criteria outlined in the proposal guidelines. Applicants that were not selected in this
competition can receive a comprehensive debriefing from our Regional reviewers to fully understand
how future applications can be improved to be even more competitive.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your interest in this Program. If you have further questions,
please contact me or your staff may call Raquel Snyder, in EPA's Office of Congressional and
Intergovernmental Relations, at 202-564-9586.

Sincerely,

Internet Address {URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclabie ® Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Poslconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper
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Congress of the United States

House of Representatives

-

COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES

CAPITAL MARKETS, INSURANCE, AND
GOVERNMENT-SPONSORFT ENTFRPRISFS

INTERNATIONAL MORETARY POLICY AND
TrADE
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE. AND
TECHNOLOGY

Mmmﬂn. %@ 20515 TECHNOLOGY AND INNOVATION
January 25, 2010
Bharat Mathur
Acting Regional Administrator
US EPA Region 5
77 W. Jackson Blvd.
Chicago, 1L 60604

Re: EPA RFP #0AR-OTA-09-10

Dear Mr. Mathur,

[ am writing in regards to a grant proposal submitted by Rochester Schools on behalf of
the Rochester and Avon Schools Coalition under the National Clean Diesel Funding Assistance

Program.

This grant award would help reduce school bus idling in the community and around
schools and improve the air that our students breathe. In addition, it would reduce fuel
consumption by approximately 20,000 gallons of gasoline per year, resulting in significant
savings for taxpayers. The grant award would lower the emissions of dangerous emissions, such
as fine particulate mater, CO2, and NOx. Finally, the proposal has the added benefit of
protecting jobs in Oakland County and in other areas of Michigan, as the products utilized by
this grant will be installed using U.S. labor and the idle reduction technologies are manufactured
and assembled in Michigan. [ feel strongly that this award supports our common goal of
environmental stewardship and efficient use of tax dollars.

[ urge you to give this application your fullest consideration.
Sincerely;

/’,/7/5//5“

Gary C. Peters
Member of Congress

st Orrtee
Seh Kints Bivp
SUre K108
TROY, MI 45084
(248} 273-4227
FAX (248} 2734700
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The Honorable Gary C. Peters
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for your letter of January 25, 2010, to Bharat Mathur, Acting Regional
Administrator of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 5 office.
Your letter is in support of Rochester Community Schools, who is applying on behalf of
Rochester and Avon Schools Coalition for federal grant assistance for a diesel emissions
reduction project.

The request for applications for our recent National Clean Diesel Funding
Assistance Program competition closed on December 8, 2009. EPA received the
application from Rochester Community Schools before the deadline and it is therefore
eligible to be considered for funding. EPA received 65 applications in response to the
competition in EPA’s Region 5 (which includes Michigan). These applications requested
funding totaling approximately $81 million. EPA is presently evaluating all grant
applications and plans to announce the winners of the competition in the next few
months.

EPA appreciates your interest in, and support of, the National Clean Diesel
Campaign. The support and interest from members of Congress, as well as industry and
corporate partners, educators, environmental groups, public health officials, and other
community leaders who are committed to protecting our nation’s health and modernizing
America’s in-use diesel fleet is important. This program allows us to work together to
achieve the overall goal of reducing the public’s exposure to air pollution from the
existing fleet of diesel engines.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me
or your staff may call Diann Frantz in EPA’s Office of Congressional and
Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-3668.

Singerely,

Ana McCarthy
Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) @ hitp://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetabie Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper



Congress of the Tnited States
House of Representatives
Washington, BL 20515

November 17, 2011

The Honorable Lisa Jackson
Administrator

Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20004

Dear Administrator Jackson:

We are writing today to insist that the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) delay the registration of
fuels containing 15 percent ethanol (E15) until adequate testing has shown that E15 will not damage
engines and that misfueling concerns have been fully addressed.

On June 1, 14 auto manufacturers were asked about the effects E15 on their engine operability. Without
exception the manufacturers responded that the use of E15, even in their newest vehicles, would damage
engines, void warranties, and reduce fuel efficiency. The original letter and the responses from the auto
manufacturers are attached for your review.

Engine damage from E15 appears to be an even more significant risk in marine engines. In July 2009,
The United States Coast Guard wrote to your agency to express its concerns with the introduction of
higher ethanol blends. The Coast Guard argued that ethanol blended fuels were deteriorating components
in the fuel system and causing fuel leaks. The letter went on to warn of the risk of fire and explosions:

Increasing the blend to E-15 can be expected to exacerbate any fuel system deterioration now
being reported with E-10 blended gasoline. Fuel leaks such as those addressed above are a
serious safety consideration because of the possibility of fuel accumulation in the bilges of these
vessels causes an unacceptable level of risk for fire and explosion.'

A recent report from the National Renewable Energy Laboratory (NREL) raises additional concerns
regarding the use of E15 in marine engines.” NREL studied the effects of E15 in three different marine
engines and documented serious problems in each. The report found that E15 caused the engines to run at
significantly higher temperatures, which resulted in damage to the engines’ valves and pistons.
According to NREL, after two months of exposure to E1$, “the signs of deterioration were evident.”
Further, NREL found that the tested engines “had poor run quality (intermittent misfire or partial

! Letter, United States Coast Guard to the Environmental Protection Agency (July 2, 2009).
? David Hilbert, A Study of the Effects of Running Gasoline with 15% Ethanol Concentration in Current Production
Qutboard Four-Stroke Engines and Conventional Two-Stroke, National Renewable Energy Lab (Junel6, 2010 -

June 30, 2011).
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combustion events) when operated on E1S fuel after 300 hours of endurance.”™ Indeed, one of the _
engines tested failed after 256 hours and could not even complete the durability tests.

While the EPA’s E15 partial waiver is only applicable to cars and trucks produced in 2001 or later, the
EPA must understand that it does not regulate in a theoretical vacuum. Ethanol is currently cheaper than
gasoline.! IfE15 is registered by the EPA, then as with E10, it is likely to crowd out other fuels from the
marketplace. Misfueling is not only inevitable, it may become unavoidable.

Furthermore, we do not believe that the EPA has sufficiently demonstrated that E15 is safe for cars and
trucks manufactured after 2001. We are not alone in this concern. Recent testing by the Coordinating
Research Council on engine durability showed that E15 could cause engine failure, Nonetheless, the EPA
appears committed to allowing E15’s introduction despite mounting evidence of potential harm.

Again, we urge you to delay the registration of fuels with 15 percent ethanol until sufficient testing can be
completed to demonstrate that E15 is in fact safe for engines and that misfueling can be avoided.

Sincerely,

Y,
Memt®r of Congress

Do bkt

BENISHEK
Member of Congress
( le,a\,
PETER WELCH
Member of Congress Member of Congress
STEVE WOMACK LLAR
Member of Congress Member of\Congress

ld

* While the per gallon price of ethanol may be lower then gasoline, a gallon of ethanol contains only 70 percent as
much energy as a gallon of gasoline. As a result, ethanol is generally more expensive than gasoline on a price per
vehicle mile travelled.
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Member of Congress
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JIM MATHESON
Member of Congress
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DON YOUNG
Member of Congfess

WALBERG
Member of Congress

RLES GONZALE

Member of Congress

i

BILL FLORES
Member of Congress

GENE GREEN
Member of Congress

BILL HUIZENG.
Member of Congress

SANRER LEYIN
Membe ongress
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GRIFFIN

Member of Congress
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ember of Congress

>y

CANDICE MILLER
Member of Congress

RICK CRAWFORD / /
Member of Congress :
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M ROONEY CHELLIE PINGREE
Member of Congress Member of Congress
MIKE MCINTYRE SULLIVAN
Member of Congress ember of Congress
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Met%of Congress
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AN NUNNELEE
Member of Congress
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Juno 1,201

Mr. Dan Akerson

Chairman and Chiof Exccutive Officer
General Motors

300 Renaissance Center

Detroit, Ml 48265

Dear Mr. Akerson:

- As you know, the Environmental Protcction Agency (EPA) recontly approved a blend of 15 percent
ethanol (E15) for usc in cars and trucks of Modol Yoar 2001 or later, This is a 50 percent increase from

the curront allowable amount.

| introduced legislation in this Congress to block the EPA’s authorily to increase ethanol blonds beyond
10 percent. In addition to the onvironmental and health issues related to this increase, | am concerned that
EPA has not adequately considered the nogative effects this could have on engincs.

To help faoilitate my work on the House Committoe on Science, Space, and Technology, and to addross
the concerns of my constituonts, 1 wwould greatly apprecinto your response to the following questions: ‘

1. Are you confidont that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not bo damaged

by or wear more qulckly from use of B157
2. Wiil your current wamanty covor potentinl problems stomming from the use of EIS in cars and

trucks from model year 2001 and lator?
3. WIll EIS affect the fuel efficiency of your engines?

E1$ could becomo available within the year, and your answers could be of great value in reducing
consumer confusion. | appreciate your prompt response. {f you have any questions, please contact Matt
Bisenius at (202) 225-5101.

Sincerely,

F. JAMESY NBRENNER, JR. _
Vice-Chairmam=Housc Commiltee on Science, Space, and Technology



Mr. Dan Akerson
June 1, 2011
Page 2

cc; The Honorable Ralph Hall
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson
Ranking Member, Committee on Sclence, Space, and Technology




Company
BMW of North America, LLC

BMW Group Compariy
Office address

200 Chestnut Ridge

Road

Woodcliff Lake, NJ 07877

Telephone
(201)571-5071

Fax
(201)571-5479

E-mail
Tom.Baloge@bmwna.com

BMW Group

June 23, 2011

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr.
Vice-Chairman

House Committee on Science, Space, and Technology
United States House of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515-4905

Dear Mr. Vice-Chairman:

This is in response to your June 1, 2011 letter regarding the recent approvals by
the EPA to permit a gasoline blend of 15 percent ethanol (E15) for use in mode!
year 2001 and later passenger cars and light trucks. Our Chairman asked me to
respond to your request.

On behalf of BMW of North America, LLC (BMW NA), please find below your
questions followed by our answers.

1.

2,

Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and
later will not be damaged by or wear more quickly from use of E15?

BMW NA Response: No. BMW Group engines and fuel supply systems
can be damaged by misfueling with E15. BMW has designed its engines
and fuel systems to operate with gasoline up to E10 and our owners have
already experienced damage when, for example, a gasoline terminal mixes
greater than 10% ethanol into the tanker. As a result of periodic damage,
BMW NA has issued Service Information Bulletins (attached) warning of
potential damage, and our dealers have ethanol test kits to measure the
percentage of ethanol in the vehicle’s tank.

Damage appears in the form of very rapid corrosion of fuel pump parts,
rapid formation of sludge in the oil pan, plugged fiiters, and other damage
that is very costly to the vehicle owner,

As you would expect, engines and fuel systems already on the road cannot -
be retroactively designed to be compatible with ethanol blends higher than
used for the original design.

Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from
the use of E15 in cars and trucks from modei year 2001 and later?

BMW NA Response: No. Our warranty states that it does not cover
malfunctions caused by use of fuels containing more than 10% ethanol.
Our dealers have an alcohol detection tool to identify ethanol blends that
exceed the aliowable 10% maximum. We anticipate that the owners of
vehicles damaged by higher levels of ethanol will be frustrated,
notwithstanding the warnings contained in our warranty booklets.

<, {“ 4 v
<@~



3. Will E15 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines?

Response: Yes. Engine compression ratios, turbo-charging pressures,
and control mapping are designed to optimize fuel economy, performance,
and emissions based on a maximum of E10. Since ethanol has about 34%
less energy than gasoline, an engine designed to run on up to E10 will
suffer a corresponding loss in fuel economy. More importantly, use of
ethanol blends higher than E10 in the wrong engines will result in drivability
problems at high and low temperatures including hard starting, stalling, and
hesitation.

Recommendations

BMW NA respectfully makes the followmg recommendations if increased percentages of
ethanol in gasoline are required:

Legacy E10 gasoline must be required by law for the next 15 years to accommaodate
vehicles, motorcycles, and other power equipment currently in use that would be

. damaged by E10+.

Implementation of effective efforts to prevent misfueling, including requiring strong
language on pump labels on E10+ pumps that warn of damage from misfueling and
advise users to “Check your owner's manual for ethanol warnings,” and consider the
use of a different nozzle size for E10+ pumps to diminish the chance of inadvertent

misfueling. .

An ethanol misfueling owner reimbursement clearinghouse, funded by the ethano!
industry, should be established by law to allow owners to recoup repair costs from
misfueling damage. Vehicle OEMs and gas station owners should be indemnified from
damages caused by misfueling.

By law, before a gas station storage tank is filled with ethanol blends greater than E0 or

E10 for the first time, the tank must be cleaned and filters installed to prevent newly-
dissolved dirt caused by water and alcohol from being pumped into consumers’ tanks.

In general, we favor the introduction of anincrease to E20 in ethanol content together
with a 5 year minimum lead time for engine and fuel system developers.

Page 2



If you or your staff has further questions, please contact me at 201-571-5071.

Sinceregly, ;
Taomas C. Baloga _
Vice President Engineering US

cc.  The Honorable Raiph Hall
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson
Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology

Enclosures

Page 3
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April 2041
Fuel Systems B13 0510 Technical Service

This Service Information bulletin replaces Sl 813 04 06 dated August 2006.
SUBJECT

‘Testing Fuel Composition

MODEL
Al

SITUATION

Fuel blends containing a high percentage of alcohol (10% and above), mainly ethanol, are becoming
more commaercially available. Usage of E85 or any other high alcohol content blend (e.g., E30) in
BMW vehicles will cause various drivability complaints (cold start problems, stailing, reduced
performance, poor fuel economy, etc.); may cause excessive emissions; and may cause irreversible
damage to engine, emisslon control and fue! delivery systems due to incompatibility of materials with
alcohols. Refer to S| B13 01 06 Alcohal Fuel Biends in BMW Vehicles for complete detalls.

In order to correctly diagnose various drivability complaints caused by fuel blends with a high leve! of
ethanol content, BMW Is providing you with an electronic fuel composition tester.

Fuel Composition Tester

P/N 83 30 0 439 685
@ = __,_j\_—_zj Refer to B04 04 11 for more details.
AT T
)

GAUADIOI-16

QOCED

Safety Precautions:
o Gasoline is highly flammable; observe normial precautions for working with flammable liquids.
Perform all tests away from any source of ignition. A class B flre extinguisher must be avallable.

o Wear protective eye prolection with side shields and Nitrile rubber gloves for handling the tester.
¢ Please adhere to any applicable OSHA regulations when handling gasoline.
e Dispose of the mixture according to local, state and federal regulations.

Refar to the attached procedure for testing the fuel composition of gasoline.



WARRANTY INFOR ION

Component damage, malfunctions, or any drivability problems verified to be caused by the use of
fuels contalning more than 10% ethanol (or other oxygenates with more than 2.8% oxygen by weight)
will not be covered under BMW warranties as this is not considered a defect in materials or
workmanship. Always document the results found on the vehicle repair order whenever performing

this test.
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9 Fuel Systems B13 01 06 Technical Service

This Service Information bulletin supersedes St B13 01 06 dated September 2006.

Changes to this revision are identified by a black bar.

SUBJECT

Alcohdl Fuel Blends in BMW Vehicles
MODEL

All with gasoline engines

SITUATION

Fue! blends containing a high percentage (above 10%) of alcohol, mainly ethanol, are becoming more
commercially avallable. Customers inquire about the possibility of using alcohol fuels (e.g., E85) in
BMW vehicles. ' '

INFORMATION

Fuels contalning up to and including 10% ethanol; or other oxygenates with up to 2.8% oxygen by
weight, that Is, 15% MTBE (methyl tertiary butyl ether); or 3% methanol plus an equivalent amount of
cosolvent will not vold the applicable warrantles with respect to defects in materials or workmanship.

Usage of such alcohol fuel blends may result in drivability, starting, and stallirig problems dus to

, - . reduced volatility and lower energy content of the fuel. Those drivability problems may be especiaily

evident under certain environmenta! conditions such as high or low ambient temperatures and high
altitude.

Only specially adapted vehicles (FFV - Flexible Fuel Vehicles) can run on high alcohol fuel blends.
BMW, for the various technical and environmental reasons explained below, does not offer FFV

models. '

Usage of E85 or any other high-aicohol content blend (e.g., £E30) in BMW vehicles will cause various
drivability complaints (cold-start problems, stalling, reduced performance, poor fusi economy, etc.);
may cause excessive emissions; and may cause irreversible damage to engine, emission control and
fuel delivery systems due to incompatibility of materials with alcohols.



General Notes Regarding E85 Fuel

E85 fuel contains 85% (by volume) ethanol and 15% gasoline. Ethanol can be produced chemically -
from ethylene or biologically from grains, agricultural wastes, or any organic material containing starch
or sugar. Intha US, ethanol is mainly produced from corn and is classified as a renswable fuel.

Similar to gasoline,’ ethanol contains hydrogen and carbon with additional oxygen molecules built into
its chemical chain. This chemical structure makes ethanol's burnmg process slightly cleaner than
gasoline (lower tailpipe.emissions).

On the other hand, due to lower carbon content, ethanol provides 27% less energy (for identical
volume) than gasoline, resulting In reduced fuel economy of E85 vehicles (approximately 22% higher
consumptlon). Increased fuel consumption requires appropriately enlarged fuel tank capacities
{(usually a 30% increase), and specific DME calibrations for E85 lower stoichiometric air/fuel ratio (10
compared to 14.7 for gasoline engines).

E85 fuel volatility is typically lower than gasoline (RVP 6-10 psi, compared to 8-15 psi for gasoline).
Lower fuel volatility will reduce vehicle evaporative emissions, but it may cause cold-starting problems,
aspacially with lower amblent temperatures.

Under certain environmental conditions, mainly lower ambient temperatures, ethanol separates from
the gasoline/alcohol mixture and absorbs water. The ethanol-absorbed water molecules are heavier
than gasoline or sthanol; they remain at the bottom of fusl tank and, when introduced into the

combustion process, they tend to form an extremely lean mixture resulting in misfire, rough idle and

cold-starting problems.

Certain materials commonly used with gasoline are totally incompatible with alcohols. When these
materials come In contact with ethanol, they may dissolve in the fuel, which may damage engine
components and may result in poor vehicle drivability.”

Some metals (e.g., zinc, brass, lead, aluminum) become degraded by long exposure to ethano! fue!
blends. Also, some nonmetallic materials used in the automotive industry such as natural rubber,
polyurethane, cork gasket material, leather, polyvinyl chloride (PVC), polyamides, methyl-methacrylate
plastics, and certain thermo and thermoset plastics degrade when in contact with fuel ethanol.

In order to safely and effectively operate a motor vehicle running on E85, the vehicle must be
compatible with alcoho! use. Some manufacturers have developed vehicles called FFV (Flexible Fuel
Vehicle) that can operate on any blend of ethanol and gasoline (from 0% ethanal and 100% gasoline
to 85% ethanol and 15% gasoline). Ethanol FFVs are similar to gasoline vehicles, with main
differences in materials used in fuel management and delivery systems, and DME control module
calibrations. In some cases, E85 vehicles also require special lubricating olls.

Aftermarket conversions of gasoline-powered vehicles to ethanol-fueled vehicles‘, although possible,
are not recommended, due to internal materials and DME software incompatibility as well as the high
costs of conversion.

In order to correctly diagnose various drivabllity complaints caused by fuel biends with a high level of
ethanol content, refer to SI B13 05 10, Testing Fuel Composition for applicable tools and procedures.

WARRANTY INFORMATION

Components damage/malfunctions or any drivability problems caused by the use of fuels containing
more than 10% sethanol (or other oxygenates with more than 2.8% oxygen by weight) will not be
covered under BMW warranties with respect to defects in materials or workmanship.



S CHRYSLER

Jody Trapasso
Sexnior Vice President
External Alfairs

June 23, 2011

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr.
Vice-Chairman

House Committee on Science, Space and Technology
U.S. House of Representatives

2449 Rayburn House Office Building

Washington, DC 20515-4905

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner:

Sergio Marchionne asked me to respond to your June 1, 2011 letter requesting
information about the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA or.-Agency)
decisions to allow the use of 15 percent ethanol (E15) in passenger cars and
light trucks beginning with the 2001 Model Year (MY).

Beginning in the late 1970’s, Chrysler was one of the first automakers to endorse
and support the use of "gasohol” (i.e., gasoline with up to 10 percent ethanol, or
E10). Since then, all of our conventional gasoline-fueled cars and trucks have
been designed and warranted for E10 operation. Chrysler has also produced
Flexible-Fuel Vehicles (FFVs) since the 1998 MY and voluntarily committed that
50 percent of our fleet produced by 2012 will be capable of operating on
renewable fuels. These vehicles are designed, warranted and developed to
operate on gasoline, E85 ethanol or any blend in between.

While Chrysler has been a strong advocate of renewable fuels, we have
concerns about the potential harmful effects of £15 in engines and fuel systems
that were not designed for use of that fuel. In cooperation with other automakers,
we have been conducting tests of vehicles in the 2001 and later model year
vintage to assess the effect of E15 on their engines and fuel systems. Prior to
EPA's decisions to allow E15, we had requested that the Agency defer from
making any decisions regarding higher ethanol blends for conventional vehicles
until existing testing programs have been completed and the data fully evaluated.

Cluysler Grotp LLC £ CIMS 936-00-00 1 140D H Street, NV, Suite 700 | Washington, D USA 20005
Phione 202 414.07506 | Tax 202.414.6729 1 jadylrapassotichrysiorcom



<2

Susan M. Cischke World Headquarters

Group Vice President-Sustainabllity, One American Road

Environment & Safety Engineering Dearborn, M| 48126-2798 U.S.A
June 8, 2011

The Honorable James Sensenbrenner, Jr.
Vice-Chairman, House Committee on
Science, Space, and Technology

Rayburn House Office Building, Room 2448
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner:

Alan Mulally has asked me to respond to your letter of June 1 regarding the introduction of E15
fuel into the marketplace.

At Ford, we recognize the need to increase the use of biofuels to meet the country's goals of
energy security and reduced greenhouse gas emissions. Ford has produced, and continues to
offer, a substantial number of flexible fuel vehicles (FFV) capable of operating on E85 (85%
ethanol) across many models. The renewable fuel standard, passed into law in 2007, requires 36
billion gallons of biofuels to be blended into transportation fue! by 2022. In order to meet that
goal, the country needs to increase the use of ethanol beyond the 10% (E10) used today, but
needs to do so in a fashion that does not have a negative impact on the legacy fleet.

This can be accomplished by taking a prospective approach to the introduction of mid-level
blends whereby manufacturers, provided with enough lead time, can design new vehicles with the
capability of accommodating the new fuel. Likewise, the lead time will give fuel providers an
opportunity to prepare to make the new fuel available nationwide. In contrast, an approach in
which fuel specifications are changed abruptly, and the new fuel is allowed to be used on vehicles
that were not designed for it, is likely to lead to undesirable outcomes for consumers, the new
fuel, and the legacy vehicles.

Below are answers to your specific questions:

Q1 Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be
damaged by or wear more quickly from use of E157

Ford does not support the introduction of E15 into the marketplace for the legacy fleet. The entire
legacy fleet of non-FFVs, including vehicles built in model year 2001 and later, consists of
vehicles that were designed to operate in a range of fuels from pure gasoline up to a blend of 10
percent ethanol (E10) -- not E15. We remain concerned that legacy fleet, operating on a fuel the
vehicles were not designed for, will not meet customer expectations for quality, durability,
performance and fuel economy, as well as legal requirements to meet emission standards and
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on-board diagnostic regulations. Efforts to increase renewable fuel use must be carried out in a
way that does not create undue risks and problems for existing vehicles on the road.

Q2 WII your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from the use of E15 in
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later?

The owners' manuals for these legacy vehicles do not identify E15 as a fuel that may be used in
the vehicles. They go on to say that the use of a fuel not approved in the owners' manual is
considered misfueling, and that any damage resulting from misfueling is not covered by the
warranty. To the extent that E15 s introduced into commerce, we will work with our customers
and dealerships as best we can to address any potential concerns, but we cannot redesign
vehicles that have already been built and sold.

Q3 Will E15 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines?

Going from the generally available E10 fuel to E15 will not have a significant impact on the
efficiency of the engine, but because ethanol contains less energy per a given volume of fuel,
customers will experience slightly lower miles per gallon when driving on E15 versus E10.

Ford appreciates the opportunity to provide our views on this subject. Thanks again for your
continued support of the automotive industry.

Sincerely,

éusan M. Cischke '

Group Vice President
Sustainability, Environment & Safety Engineering
Ford Motor Company

cc: The Honorable Ralph Hall
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson
Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology




Robert 1, Ferguson
Vice President
Global Public Policy

General Motors Compuany

23 Muassachusetts Avenue, NIV
Suite 400

Washington, DC 20001
Phone: 202-775-50067

Fax: 202-775-3023

Via Fax: 202-225-3190

July 6, 2011

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr,
United States House of Representatives
2449 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Sensenbrenner:

Thank you for your letter of June 1, 2011, to General Motors Chairman and CEQ, Dan Akerson,
regarding EPA’s recent approval of a partial waiver for use of E15 in light duty cars and trucks for model
years 2001 and later. The questions that you raise in your letter are certainly timely and important.

General Motors, as part of the Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers, has commented extensively to EPA
on the potential adverse effects of increasing ethanol content in gasoline by 50% and allowing its use in
vehicles not designed for its use. In addition to the concerns expressed in our specific responses to your
questions regarding the 2001 and newer model year products provided below, we are very concerned
about the possibility of mis-fueling in pre-2001 vehicles and our marine products in contravention of EPA
intentions and regulations. It is clear to us, as it is to others, that the controls envisioned by EPA will not
prevent such mis-fueling situations from occurring.

With regard to the specific questions raised in your letter, the following are our specific responses:

1. Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be damaged by or
wear more quickly from the use of E15? Response: No, we are not confident that our cars and trucks
from model year 2001 and later will be undamaged by the use of E15 nor are we confident that they will
not wear more quickly from the use of E15. As Administrator Jackson made clear in her remarks, EPA’s
analysis focused on the effects of E15 on emissions systems rather than overall durability. GM, along
with many others, encouraged EPA to wait for on-going testing to be completed prior to making a
decision on the E15 waiver request.

The Coordinating Research Council (CRC)* is managing several on-going tests. One of these has
documented deterioration in engine valve sealing in late model vehicles as a result of E15 and E20 usage.
This deterioration was expected to a degree, because modifications were made to these components for
use in vehicles designed to operate on E85. Some proportion of vehicle engines that were not designed
for E85 use are likely to prove sensitive to increased ethanol levels and the CRC testing is finding that to
be the case.
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Another CRC test program has discovered anomalous performance of tank fuel system components.
Again, many of these components are upgraded for ethanol tolerance on Flexfuel vehicles. A program to
follow-up these screening tests is now being started to develop statistical data,

CRC testing also predicts an increase in vehicle performance problems that will trigger illumination of the
vehicle Malfunction Indicator Light (MIL) as a result of increased ethanol in the fuel. This malfunction
would not represent a real vehicle fault and the correction would be a return to the recommended fuel.
Concerns have been raised with the EPA by the New York Department of Environmental Quality, among
others, about how these false MILs would affect driver’s response to illuminated MILs and the state
inspection and maintenance programs that rely on these signals. Further testing to confirm this result is
on-going.

There are five CRC test programs on-going. Three of these, Base Engine Durability, On-Board
Diagnostics (OBD) Evaluation, and Vehicle Fuel Systems Durability, are expected to finish in 2011. The
other two, Evaporative Emissions Durability and Emissions Inventory and Air Quality Modeling, are
expected to complete in 2012. These are lengthy test programs because durability effects over a
substantial portion of a vehicle’s like cannot be evaluated quickly nor without rigorous vehicle testing,

2. Will your current warranty cover the potential problems stemming from the use of E15 in cars and
trucks from model year 2001 and later? Response: Our current owner’s manuals instruct owners not to
use fuel containing more than 10% ethano! unless they are FlexFuel vehicles. Not following these
instructions would constitute mis-fueling. Vehicle damage attributed to mis-fueling would not be covered
under the new vehicle warranty.

3. Will E15 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines? Response: The increased ethanol content will
affect vehicle volumetric fuel economy (MPG), which is what our customers are most concerned about.
Ethanol has only two thirds the volumetric energy content of gasoline. Adding 5% ethanol to E10,
making E15, should reduce vehicle volumetric fuel economy by approximately 1.7%. This would make a
total reduction relative to gasoline of approximately 5.1%. DOE testing cited by EPA in its E15 waiver
has extensively documented fuel economy losses that match these theoretical predictions.

We hope these answers help frame the issues that still need to be fully addressed in evaluating the
appropriateness of EPA granting an E15 waiver. Thank you for inquiring about these important issues.

Sincerely,

Yottt €. /jr%uﬁw\

* http://www.crcao.org/about/index.html ,
http://www.crcao.org/news/Mid%20Level%20Ethanol%20program/index.html




HONDA

Honda North America, Inc.
1001 G Street, NW Suite 950
Washington, D.C 20001

Phone (202) 681-4400

June 13, 2011

Hon. F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr.

Vice Chairman

Committee on Science, Space, and Technology
House of Representatives

Washington, D.C. 20515-4905

Dear Mr. Vice Chairman:

Mr. Tetsuo lwamura, President and Chief Executive Office of American Honda Motor
Company, Inc., has asked that | respond to your June 1, 2011, letter regarding the Environmental
Protection Agency’s recent approval of a blend of 15 percent ethanol (E15) for use in cars and
trucks of Model year 2001 or later. You have raised the following three questions:

1. Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be
damaged by or wear more quickly from use of E15? :

As you know, the Clean Air Act requires motor vehicle manufacturers to certify that the

vehicles they sell will meet or exceed emissions standards in effect at the time each vehicle is
introduced into commerce. There are specific testing protocols that must be employed for
certification, including specifications for fuels used in the vehicles during testing. As a result,
we engineer our vehicles to meet or exceed the standards utilizing the prescribed test fuel, which
never has contained ethanol. However, given the fuels prevalent in the market over the last
decade, the engines in Model Year 2001 later vehicles were built to operate on fuels with ethanol
concentrations of up to 10% (E10).

Authorizing the sale of E15 in 2010 for vehicles built after 2001 presents an obvious problem for
auto manufacturers — vehicle engines were not designed or built to accommodate the higher
concentrations of ethanol. The differences between E10 and EIS5, including E15°s higher oxygen
content, lower energy content and heightened corrosivity, require use of more robust component
materials and different engine calibrations. The engines in our Model Year 2001 and later
vehicles do not have those necessary materials or calibrations.

In our owner’s manuals, Honda requires its customers to refuel their vehicles with E10 or below.
The impact of E15 on our engines is not completely known at this stage, although there appears
to be the potential for engine failure. During the EPA’s consideration of the partial waiver
approving the use of E15, Honda and its trade association, the Association of International
Automobile Manufacturers (AIAM) (now known as Global Automakers), urged the agency to
defer its decision until such time as the testing program on the impact of E15 on vehicles is
complete. The testing is being managed by the Coordinating Research Council (CRC), an
independent organization funded by the automobile and oil industries, with limited contributions
from the U.S. government. Honda is a member of the CRC and active in its testing.



It is unfortunate that EPA did not wait for the results of the seven major test programs that are
being undertaken by CRC. These programs include critical tests for engine durability and fuel
system material compatibility. Potential E15-related failures have already been identified in
some of these programs, including the possible confounding of a vehicle’s on-board diagnostic
system. This can lead to illumination of the “check engine” light when in fact there isno
malfunction, or the failure of the light to illuminate when there is a problem.

Because E15 has not been in the market and our engines were not designed for its use, we do not
have a detailed understanding of the implications of the widespread use of the fuel in our
vehicles. However, these early results from the CRC testing cause us concern. The CRC studies
are due to be completed beginning in late-2011.

2. VWill your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from the use of E15 in
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later?

As noted above, Honda products were désigned, built and certified to operate on E10 and below.
Use of higher blends could compromise the vehicle’s warranty.

3. Will E15 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines?

Ethanol contains lcss energy than gasoline on a gallon-for-gallon basis. Accordingly, customers
can expect to experience about 5% - 6% inferior fuel economy using E15 rather than EQ (the
difference between E10 and E15 will be smaller). Customers using E85 (in a vehicle designed to
use E85) instead of E10 will expericnce about a 27% decrease in fuel economy. For example, a
vehicle that gets 300 miles to the tank on today’s gasoline will likely achieve only about 219
miles to the tank with E-85.

If you have further questions regarding E15, please feel free to contact me at (202) 661-4400.

Sincerely,

/
2 ,/‘7%\’
Edward B. Cohen

Vice President
Government & Industry Relations

cc: The Honorable Ralph Hall, Chairman
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology

The Honorablc Eddie Bernice Johnson, Ranking Member
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology
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HYUNDAI MOTOR COMPANY

Washington Office
1660 L Street, NW, Suite 620
Washington, DC 20036
TEL: (202) 296-5550 FAX: (202) 296-6436

June 30, 2011

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner
Vice-Chairman

Committee on Space, Science and Technology
United States House of Representatives

2449 Raybum House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-4905

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner;

Thank you for your June 1, 2011 letter to John Krafcik, President, Hyundai Motor America
(“Hyundai”) regarding the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) partial waiver decisions
permitting the use of gasoline blended with up to 15 percent ethanol (E15) in 2001 model year
(MY) and newer passenger cars and light-duty trucks.

Hyundai recommends that before any new fuel is introduced into the marketplace,
comprehensive, independent and objective scientific testing be completed to show that the fuel
will not increase air pollution, harm engines, or endanger consumers. Further, Hyundai
rccommends the establishment of adequatc protections to prevent misfueling.

Your letter asks.for responses to several questions regarding E15. The questions and Hyundai’s
responses are shown below.

1. Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be
damaged by or wear more quickly for use of E15?

The EPA tests failed to conclusively show that the vehicles will not be subject to damage
or increased wear. Hyundai therefore has no basis to conclude that its vehicles will not
be dammaged by or wear more quickly due to the use of E135.
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2. Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from the use of E15 in
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later?

Hyundai owner's manuals state: '‘Vehicle damage or drivability problems may not be
covered by the manufacturer's warranty if they result from the use of gasohol containing
more than 10 percent ethanol...” The manuals also state Do not use gasohol (gasoline-
ethanol mixture) containing more than 10 percent ethanol...”.

3. Will E15 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines?

E15 will negatively affect the fuel efficiency of Hyundai engines because ethanol has
lower energy content than gasoline.

Thank you for the opportunity to sharc our reccommendations and to respond to your questions. If
you have any questions about this information, please me at kmhennessey@hyundai-dc.com or

at 202-296-5550.

Sincerely,

Kathleen M. Hennessey W?/

Vice President — Government Affairs

cc: The Honorable Ralph Hall
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space and Technology

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson
Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space and Technology

John Krafcik
President, Hyundai Motor America



Kia Motors Corporation Washington Office
@ 1660 L Street, NW, Suite 201
Washington, DC 20036
KIA MOTORS  1q. 202-503-1515 Fax: 202-503-1516

July 1, 2011

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr.

Vice-Chairman, House Committee on Science, Space and Technology
United States House of Representatives

Room 2499

Rayburn House Office Building

Washington, DC 20515-5101

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner,

Thank you for your june 1, 2011 letter to Kia Group President and Chief Executive Officer Byung Mo Ahn
inquiring on Kia’s views of ethanol blends and the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) efforts to
change the levels of use by 50 percent or to an E15 level. We are honored to be asked to comment on
your work for the House Committee on Science, Space and Technology and are pleased to respond to
your specific questions on E15.

Overall, Kia believes more testing is required before introducing a new fuel into the marketplace.
Scientific review can determine the positive and negative impact a new fuel can have on air quality,
consumer acceptance and engine durability.

We have addressed your questions outlined in the June 1 letter:

Question One on confidence that our cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be
damaged by or wear out more quickly from the use of E15; EPA testing failed to determine that vehicles
will not be subject to damage or increased wear. Therefore Kia has no basis to conclude that vehicles
will not be damaged by or wear out faster due to the use of E15.

Question Two concerning current warranties and potential problems stemming from the use of £15 in
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and Iater; On pages 9-10 of the Warranty Manual, Kia states:

“ Improper maintenance or the use of other than the specified fuel, oil or lubricants recommended in
your Owner’s Manual. It is your obligation to ensure that you obtain all fuels, oils and lubricants from
reliable vendors using quality products which meet the Kia specifications identified in your Owner’s
Manual. in the event that problems result to your vehicle due to service from vendors who use
reduced quality products, your vehicle warranties will not provide coverage.”



Kia Motors Corporation Washington Office
@ 1660 L Street, NW, Suite 201

Washington, DC 20036
KIA MOTORS 1. 202.503-1515 Fax: 202-503-1516

Kia’s Owner’s Manual in section 1, page 3 provides that owner’s shouldn’t use anything greater than
10% ethanol and that a 15% mixture will damage the vehicle. (Kia Warranty and Owner’s Manuals are
attached for your review)

Question Three on the effect of E15 on the fuel efficiency of our engines; Kia believes that E15 will lead
to degradation in fuel efficiency due to the lower energy content than gasoline.

Thank you for your letter and the opportunity to share our views on E15. if you have further comments
or questions, | can be reached on 202 503-1515 or jta@kia-dc.com.

Sincerely,

John T. Anderson
Director, Kia Government Affairs

cc: The Honorable Ralph Hall
Chairman, Chairman Committee on Science, Space and Technology

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson
Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space and Technology

Mr. Byung Mo Ahn
Group President and Chief Executive Officer
Kia Motors America



James J. O'Sullivan
Mazda North American Operations President ard CEQ

"
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June 7,2011

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner
Vice-Chairman

House Committee on Science, Space and Technology
United States House of Representatives

2449 Rayburn House Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-4905

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner:

We appreciate receiving your June 1, 2011 letter regarding EPA’s two partial waiver decisions that
permit the sale of gasoline containing up to 15 percent cthanol (E15) for 2001 model year (MY) and
newer passenger cars and light trucks. We believe that increasing the allowable ethanol content in
gasoline by 50 percent will have unintended consequences for auto manufacturers, consumers, fuel
suppliers and distributors. Mazda's primary concern about an E15 waiver is the overriding need for
consumer satisfaction.

Specifically, your letter asks for responses to the following three questions. Our responses are
provided below,

1. Areyou confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be
damaged by or wear more quickly from use of E15?

No, we are not at all confident that there will not be damage to MY 2001 and later vehicles
that are fueled with E15. In our view, the record fails to demonstrate that motor vehicles (other
than FFVs) would not be damaged and result in failures when run on E1S. No Mazda vehicles
were included in the models tested by the government.

2. Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from the use of E15 in
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later?

Mazda vehicles covered by the waiver were designed to use a maximum of E10. The direction
in the owner guides of Mazda vehicles reflects the fact that they were not designed to run on
E15. EPA regulations allow manufacturers to deny warranty coverage for vehicles damaged
due to mis-fueling (based on the owner’s manual instructions). We are encouraging Mazda
vehicle owners to continue to consult their owners’ manuals for information regarding the
appropriate fuel for their vehicles.

7758 Wvine Center Duve  Invrie, CA82618-2972 Teiephane 949 727 1950
POBox 19734 (ning, CA 92623-8734 Facsumile 949 727 6509 Inleroe! h'p iwew macda. su com



Mazda owner’s manuals specify the following:

*Your vehicle can use only oxygenates that contain no more than 10 percent ethanol
by volume. Harm to your vehicle may occur when ethanol exceeds this
recommendation, or if the gasoline contains any methanol.

"Vehicle damage and drivability problems resulting from the use of the following may
not be covered by the Mazda warranty.

e Gasohol containing more than 10% ethanol.

»  Gasoline or gasohol containing methanol,

o Leaded fuel or leaded gasohol.”

3. Will E15 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines?

Yes. A gallon of ethanol has Jower energy content than a gallon of gasoline. Therefore, any
increase in ethanol content will necessarily degrade fuel economy.

Thank you for considering our views, If you have any questions about this information, please contact
Barbara Nocera at bnocera@mazdausa.com or 202.467.5096.

Sincerely,

- Y T

James J. ullivan

cc: The Honorable Ralph Hall .
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson
Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space, and Technology



@ Mercedes-Benz

Mercedes-Benz USA, LLC

Ernst H. Lieb
President and CEQ

June 10, 2011

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr.
2449 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-4905

Dear Congressman Sensenbrenner:

Thank you for your letter regarding the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) decision
to approve E15 for use in cars and trucks of Mode! Year 2001 or later. | appreciate the
opportunity to respond to your inquiry.

Blofuels play an important part in strengthening our nation’s energy security. But, like
you, | am concerned over the EPA’s decision to grant a waiver for E15 use in certain
mode! year cars and trucks. A premature introduction of E15 into the marketplace will
heighten consumer confusion and undercut studies already underway that aim to
evaluate the effects of increased ethanol blends oh vehlcle parts and aystems

As you ‘may know, numerous organlzations across the United States have commented on
the EPA's declsion. Autorakers are not-alorie in volcing their opposltlon "Among others,
the auto industry is joined by organizations representing agriculture, small engine
manufacturers, and small buginess- owners ln unlformly opposlng this premature declsion

on ethanol,

Throughout its operations in the U.S., Mercedes-Benz has provided the most advanced
engine and emission control systems to meet the requirements of the U.S. market. All
.current Mercedes-Benz fleet vehicles and series model lines up to MY 2011 are designed
and tested for the use of E10. We have relied on this E10 blend wall in our vehicle design,
and any ethanol blend above E10, including E15, will harm emissions control systems in
Mercedes-Benz engines, leading to significant problems wlth certrflcatlon, in-uge testlng,
em|s8|ons performance and fuel economy .

Mercedes-Benz customers who misfuel with E15’ wlll force the Company to face a host of
product liability actions. Although the Mercedes-Benz warranty in the owner's manual is
clearly restricted to claims Involving “proper maintenance,” it would be impossible for the
Gompany to prove that the vehlcle damage is due to customer mlsfuellng '

I I DU - ) " Mercedes-Benz USA, LLC
o One Mercédes Drive
P.0. Box 350
Montvale, Nj 07645-0350
Phone (201) §73-0600
© . fFax{201) 5730117 .

@ Mercedes-Benz - are registered trademarks of Daimler AG, Stultgarl[ Gerr"nan.y , ,‘ ’ vwnr. MBUSA.com



The deterioration, early wear, and aging process depend on how much and how often
customers misfuel. Thus, Mercedes-Benz and other manufacturers will be forced into
legal actions at a serious disadvantage.

More Information on the compatibility of higher ethanol blends in vehicles must be
obtained—we simply need more research on the possible negative effects this could have
on engines and vehicle components.

At Mercedes-Benz, consumer satisfaction is paramount. Anything that might jeopardize
our customer’s perception of quality, performance, and safety of a Mercedes vehicle is of
deep concern. For this reason, we have steadfastly opposed the EPA’s decision to
increase ethanol blends without full, comprehensive study. | am pleased that auto
manufacturers have been joined by dozens of other associations and Industries in voicing

similar objections.

Congressman, thank you for your leadership on this issue. Again, thank you for
contacting me.

Sincerely,

o




NISSAN Andrew J. Tavi . NISSAN NORTH AMERICA, INC.

VP Legal and Government Affairs,

and Qeneral Counsel Corporate Office
One Nissan Way

Franklin, TN 37067

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 685001
Frankiin, TN 37068-5001
Telephone: 615.725.2252

Fax: 615.967.3856

June 17, 2011

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr.

Vice Chalrman

" House Committee on Science, Space and Technology
United States House of Representatives

2449 Rayburn House Office Building

Washington, DC 20515-4905

Dear Vice Chairman Sensenbrenner:
Wae appreciate recelylng your letter dated June 1, 2011 regarding EPA's two partial walver decisions that ",

permlt the sale of gasoline containing up to 16 percent ethanol (E15) for 2001 model-year (MY) and newer - -
passenger cars and light trucks. We believe that increasing the allowable ethanol content in gasoline by 50

percent wili have unintended consequences for auto manufactures, consumers, fuel suppliers and distributors.
Nissan's: primary conoern about these E15 walvere is the overridlng need for consumer safety and satistactton.

1 AR s . Lot
Speclftcally. your tetter asks for responses to the foltowmg three questlons Our responses are provlded
below. M PR N ETIIN

1. Are '‘you: confident that your cars: and trucks from model year 2001 and tater will not be

damaged by or wear more qulckly from use of E16?

. A
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No we are not at all contrdent that there wm not be damage 1o MY 2001 and Iater vehlcles that.are*
fueled with E16:- In our view the record faiis:té demonstrate that motor vehicles (other than FFVs) -
would not be damaged and result in fallures when run on E15.

e

2. WIll your current warranty cover potential problema stemming from the use of E16 In cars and

trucks frem model year 2001 and later?

R C FE EE T |

No. Nigsan vehlcles covered by the Walver were deslgned to use a maximum of E10. The direction in
the owner manuals of Nissan vehicles reflects the fact-that they wereinot.designed to'run on-E15. 'EPA

regulations allow manufactures to deny warranty coverage for vehicles damaged due to mis-fueling

(based on the owner's manual Instructions).” We arg sncouraging Nissan vehicle owners to continue to

consult their-owner's manuals for information regarding the appropriatefuel for the vehicles.

- 3. WIII E15 affect the fuel efﬂclency of your englnes?
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Yes A gallon of ethanol has lower energy content than a gallon of gasollne Therefore, any increase
~In ethanol content will necessarily degrade tuel econdmy WG ! woEp e

1 Thls communtcatlon may contaln Information that Is preprletery. privileged, conﬂdenual of otherwtse legally protected from disclosure, andis Intended
solely for the use of the Intended racipient(s). If yoy are not an intended reciplent, or a person responsible for delivering this trenamtsslon lo an intended
recipient, please do nol read, print, retain, copy or disseminate this trahamisslon in‘error, Please delete and immediately notity the sender of the error.
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Thank you for considering our views. |f you have any questions about this information, Please contact Tracy
Woodard at tracy.woodard @ nissan-usa,com or 616-725-2377,

Sincerely,

e ot

Andrew J. Tavi

Vice President, Legal and Government Aftairs,
and General Counsel

CC: The Honorable Ralph Hall
Chairman, Committee on Sclence, Space and Technology

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson
Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space and Technology



TOYOTA

TOYOTA MOTOR NORTH AMERICA, INC.

WASHINGTON OFFICE TEL: (202) 776-1700
601 THIRTEENTH STREET, NW, SUITE 910 SOUTH, WASHINGTON, DC 20006  Fax: (202) 822-0028

June 13,2011

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr,

Vice Chairman

House Committee on Science, Space, and Technology
Room 2449 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Vice Chairman Sensenbrenner:

I am writing in response to your June 1, 2011 letter to James Lentz concerning the
Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA's) approval of E15 for use in 2001 model year and
later vehicles.

Toyota strongly supports the development of alternative fuels to help reduce dependence on
foreign oil and potentially reduce vehicle emissions. However, along with many other
automobile manufacturers, Toyota is concerned about the EPA waivers approving use of E15 for
2001 model year and newer vehicles. As you may know, Toyota is a member of the Alliance of
Automobile Manufacturers and the Association of Global Automakers, and these trade
associations have joined with the National Marine Manufacturer’s Association and the Outdoor
Power Equipment Industries to challenge EPA’s E15 waiver decisions.

Listed below are the questions from your letter along with Toyota’s response:

1) Are you confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be
damaged by or wear more quickly from use of E157

RESPONSE: With the exception of the Flexible Fuel Vehicle (FFV) versions of our
Tundra and Sequoia (which were designed specifically for the higher ethanol-based fuel),
all Toyota, Lexus and Scion models on the road today have only been designed for fuels
with up to 10% ethanol (E10). Moving from E10 to E15 represents a 50% increase in the
alcohol content of the fuel compared to what the vehicles were designed to accept.
Unfortunately, the data considered in connection with EPA’s E15 waivers does not
adequately determine the effect of this change on Toyota’s legacy fleet. Accordingly,
Toyota cannot recommend the use of fuel with greater than E10 (10% ethanol) for Toyota
vehicles currently on the road, except for the FFV's.

2) Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from the use of E15 in
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later?
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RESPONSE: The vehicle owner’s manual for Toyota, Lexus and Scion vehicles clearly
recommends against using fuels with ethanol content greater than 10%, except for the
FFV's, which can use fuels up to 85% ethanol. Our policy remains that we will not
provide warranty coverage for issues arising from the misuse of fuels that exceed

specified limits.
3) WIill E1S affect the fuel efficiency of your engines?

RESPONSE: Because a gallon of ethanol has lower energy content than a gallon of
gasoline, higher level ethanol blends will generally result in lower real-world vehicle fuel

economy.

Toyota recognizes that ethanol and other renewable fuels will continue to play an important role
in US energy policy. But, rather than pursue a retrospective solution that catries substantial risks
for consumers, automakers, equipment makers and fuel providers, we need a prospective
solution that provides adequate lead time for vehicle development, fueling infrastructure
modifications and misfueling prevention measures. In support of this notion, and to avoid a
continually moving target, Toyota stands ready and willing to develop E20 compatible vehicles
in the future provided these issues are addressed.

We welcome the opportunity to work with key stakeholders in Congress, the regulatory agencies,
the auto industry, the fuel industry and others to examine a practical pathway forward. Please
contact me if you have any questions or need any additional information.

Sincerely,

Ng/y -

Thomas J. Lehner
Vice President, Government & Industry Affairs
Toyota Motor North America
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The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr.

Vice-Chairman, House Committee on Science, Space, and Technology
U.S. House of Representatives

2449 Rayburn House Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515-4905

Dear Congressman Sensenbrenner,

Thank you for your June 1 letter to Jon Browning inquiring about
Volkswagen Group of America’s position on EPA’s decision to allow E15
for use in cars and trucks of model year 2001 or later. Mr, Browning is
out of the country and has asked that 1 respond on his behalf. We
appreciate your leadership on this issue and support your legislation to
block the implementation of this rule. Below please find our responses to
your questions. ‘

1. Areyou confident that your cars and trucks from model year 2001
and later will not be damaged by or wear more quickly from use of
E157

Volkswagen does not have complete confidence that our vehicles will
have no problems related to the use of E15. During the development of
existing products no manufacturer tested for E15, since this fuel was not
considered as a possible fuel when these vehicles were designed and
tested. There is risk that a population of these existing vehicles could
experience some type of problem due to E15.

Volkswagen agrees that the EPA did not conduct an adequate test
program when E15 was considered and then approved for use in
conventional vehicles. The auto and petroleum industry, through the CRC
organization, conducted some limited testing of five vehicle areas where
it was felt E15 could cause problems with some population of 2001 and
newer vehicles. These five areas of concern are the following: base
engine durability, catalyst durability, fuel system components,
evaporative emissions systems and on board diagnostic (OBD) systems.
The CRC testing indicated that some vehicles may be subject to Froblems
related to E15 in the areas mentioned. It is possible that Volkswagen
vehicles are included in the population of vehicles that could experience
problems. '

MICHAEL LOHSCHELLER
EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIOENT &
CHILT FINANCIAL OFFICFR

PHONF #1703 364 1300
FAX ¢1703 364 7031
FICHARL LOHSCHELLER VW COM

VOUKSWAGEN GROUP OF ATALRICA, INC
2200 FERDINAND PORSCHE DRIVE
HERNDON, VA 2001



2, Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming
{rom ?the use of E15 in cars and trucks from model year 2001 and
ater

No. Qur current warranty will not cover problems stemming from the
use of E15. Our owner’s manuals currently recommend the use of E10
fuels. We disagree with the EPA decision to allow E15 in 2001 and newer
vehicles and our advice to our customers is to follow the
recommendation found in the owner’s manual.

3. Will E15 affect the fuel efficiency of your engines?

Yes, E15 will affect fuel economy negatively. Ethanol has less energy
content than gasoline and a higher percentage of ethanol will result in
lower fuel economy. Ethanol has higher octane but there is no assurance
the increased ethanol will raise the octane of the fuel, since the octane of
the base gasoline can be lowered if a higher level of ethanol is used.

In summary, Volkswagen Group of America supports renewable fuels and
increased use of ethanol, but disagrees with the EPA’s approach to use a
higher blend in older vehicles not designed to use this fuel. A more
sensible approach is to set a higher level blend in the future with
adequate lead time for the industry to design their vehicles to the
prescribed higher blend level. The blend level should be set such that the
RFS II requirements are fulfilled. The result would be vehicles designed
for and optimized to a new higher ethanol fuel. This new fuel should also
have a new requirement for a higher octane value that vehicle
manufacturers can design to in order to optimize CO2 emissions. Finally,
E10 should remain on the market for legacy product.

Again, thank you for recognizing this Issue as problematic for
manufacturers, and ultimately consumers. Please do not hesitate to
contact our Vice President of Government Relations, Anna Schneider,
with further questions.

'
Sincerely,
/O ) OZ.O(" . /(‘

Michael Lohscheller

cc: Anna Schneider
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June 23, 2011
Subaru of America, Inc.
Subaru Plaza
PO Box 6000
The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr. Cherry Hill, NJ 08034-8000
Vice-Chairman, House Committee on Sclence, Space and Technology 3,?;_?:,;:{’:_20,"

United States House of Representatives
Room 2449 Rayburn House Office Bullding
Washington, D.C. 20515-4905

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner,

This is in response to your letter dated June 1, 2011 regarding EPA’s partial waiver decisions that
would allow E 15 gasoline {gasoline contalning 15% ethanol) to be sold and used in vehicles
manufactured from the 2001 and newer model years. We thank you for the opportunity to respond
to your questions on this topic which would affect our customers, their vehicles and our company,

With the proposed additional increase In ethanol {up 50% from existing aliowable) to 15%, we
believe that negative consequences will result. Subaru wants to be sure that any change would not
adversely affect the safety, drivabllity and emissions of our vehicles as well as customer’s satisfaction.

The specific questions'you have asked are repeated below along with our responses. .

1, Areyou confident that'yo'ur cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later will not be
damaged by or wear more quickly from use of E15?

No, we are not confident that our 2001 model year or later vehicles will not be damaged by the use
of E15 in them. Since no Subaru models were included in the testing that had been conducted to
support EPA’s decislon, there is no evidence that our vehicles would not be damaged or continue to

be rellable as originally designed.

2. Will your current warranty cover potential problems stemming from the use of E15 in
cars and trucks from model year 2001 and later?

No. Subaru vehicles designed and manufactured in the 2001 or later timeframe, were constructed to
use up to a 10% ethanol mix (E10). Customers are instructed that for proper operation of their
vehicles that no more that 10% ethanol fuel should be used. It is stated in the owner’s manual that
fuel system damage or drivabllity problems which result from the use of improper fuel are not
covered under the Subaru limited warranty.

3. Will E15 affect the fuel ‘effici'ency of your engines?

Yes, sirice the energy content is less in ethanol, when blended with gasoline the net effect Is a lower
energy concentrated mixture, so comparatlvely more fuel would be requlred for the equivalent

amountofWork o } _ e

A

g

a subsidiary of Fuji Heavy Industries {{d.



! hope our responses are helpful. Should you have any further questions, please contact Maurice

Arcangelt at 856-488-3115 marcangeli®subaru.com .

Sincerely,

Subaru of America, Inc.

Thomas J; Dol

Executive Vice President & COO
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Volvo Car Corporation

The Honorabie F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr., Vice-Chairman
House Committee on Science, Space, and Technology
Room 2449

Rayburn House Office Building

Washington, DC 20515-4905

Date Telephone indialling Telefax Our reference

2011-06-02

Dear Vice-Chairman Sensenbrenner:

In response to your letter of June 1, 2011 regarding possible concerns of Volvo Car
Corporation (VCC) and other constituents about EPA's recent approval of a blend of 15
percent ethanol (E15) for use in cars and trucks of Model Year 2001 or later, Volvo would
like to offer the following answers to the questions posed in your letter.

1. Damage or wear from the use of E15 in model year 2001 and later Volvo vehicles:

Volvo would expect accelerated engine wear and reduced durability over the lifetime
of any vehicle engine subjected to E15 use. Field studies done at markets with rising
blends above E10 has shown signs of premature ageing of rubber components in the
fuel distribution system, which poses an increased risk regarding evaporative
emissions. Volvo vehicles currently meet evaporative and exhaust emission
performance and durability requirements using fuel containing not more than 10
percent ethanol (E10). While wear and tear at the federal useful life standard of 10
years/120,000 miles would already be concerning, California's Zero Emission Vehicle
useful life standard of 15 years/150,000 miles would pose an even greater concern.

Volvo currently markets modified variants that can handle higher levels of ethanol
than E10 in some markets

- Volvo has not currently scheduled to include variants in the U.S. market that can
cope with higher ethanol concentrations than 10%

- We can not modify already produced cars to minimize the risk of the described
customer and environmental problems,

2.  Warranty coverage of potential problems stemming from the use of E15: Volvo
owner's manual specifies a maximum 10 percent allowable ethanol content. The
owner's manual also stresses the importance of proper vehicle care and maintenance,
including the use of approved fuels, fluids, and lubricants.

Volvo Car Corporation Telephone Registration No. Registered Oftice
SE-405 31 Qdteborg +46 3159 00 00 556074-3089 Géteborg, Sweden
Sweden
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Volvo Car Corporation

Volvo's warranty, spelled out in a Warranty and Maintenance Records Information
booklet, reserves the right to deny warranty coverage for damage caused by or under
limited but specific circumstances, which expressly include:

"The use of fuel and/or oil, or other fluids which do not meet the Volvo-approved
standards as set forth in the Owner's Manual, Volvo Service Literature or [in this]
booklet."”

However, it must also be understood that federal law puts the burden on the
manufacturer to prove cause of emission failure. Therefore, any manufacturer would
be prevented from arbitrarily assigning blame to the use of E15; such a determination
must be supported by evidence. That kind of evidence can be elusive, given the
uncertainty of histories of use of most motor vehicles.

3. EIS's effect on vehicle fuel consumption: Ethanol contains less energy than gasoline.
E10 already causes an increase in fuel consumption over unblended fuel. Volvo
estimates that an increase in ethanol to 15 percent will degrade fuel economy and
increase fuel consumption by a further 2.5 percent.

4. ElS, an envirionmental aspect

Bringing a higher content of ethanol in the existing fuel market can be an opportunity
to introduce alternative fuels. If focusing on the environmental aspect, the introduction
of alternative fuels is in general a multistep process, the impact on the source of fuel
and how it used.

Important environmental benefit is a reduction of the use of fossil fuels and replacing it
with renewable fuel. In other words, it affects the CO2 balance positively.

The low-blend of ethanol, E10 and E15, causes fuel consumption to increase as
described in paragraph 3 but CO2 emissions are expected to be unchanged or better
when used. According to Volvo's calculations, CO2 emissions from E15 will be
roughly equivalent to E10.

In this case, where the E15 is made available for all passenger car types from MY2001
designed to E10 but not E15, arises an environmental dilemma. The benefits when you
utilize E10 to E15 to reduce CO2 the effect does not occur, it remains unchanged.
As described in paragraph 1, it is Volvo's engineering assessment that there is a
likelihood of accelerated engine wear and rubber fuel system components are most
likely to age prematurely, thus, adding an emission risk with respect to evaporative
emissions.
Volvo's summation leads to the conclusion that by introducing the E15 for variants that
are designed to E10, will add to the risk associated with respect to emissions while there is
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Volvo Car Corporation

a no significant improvement in CO2 when using E15 instead of E10. Thus arise the
conclusion that the risks related to emissions are greater than the benefits in terms of CO2
when using low-blend E135 for variants that are designed to E10. Thank you for
considering our views. If you have any questions about the information, please contact
Katherine Yehl at kyehl@volvocars.com or (202) 412-5935.

Sincerely,

Ce

Doug Speck
President and CEO
Volvo Cars of North America, LLC
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The Honorable Gary Peters
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Peters:

Thank you for your November 17, 2011, letter co-signed by 32 of your colleagues, to Administrator
Lisa P. Jackson concerning registration of gasoline containing 15 volume percent ethanol (E15). You
urge the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency to delay registration of E15 until further testing is done
on the impact of E15 on vehicles and misfueling concerns are further addressed. The Administrator
asked me to respond to your letter on her behalf.

The Clean Air Act section 211(b) requires every manufacturer of a fuel (or fuel additive) designated by
the EPA to register the fuel with the EPA before introducing it into commerce. That section and the
regulations implementing it spell out the requirements for registering fuels, and those requirements
entail submission of information about the manufacturer, the fuel, and the fuel’s emission products and
potential health and environmental impacts. Section 211(b) also directs the EPA to register the fuel
when those requirements have been fulfilled (“[u}pon compliance with the provision of this subsection, .
.. the Administrator shall register such fuel or fuel additive.”). To the extent the required information or
other data indicate the fuel may harm public health or the environment, the EPA may take action to
regulate the fuel under section 211(c) of the Act.

The EPA has designated gasoline and diesel fuel (and fuel additives) for registration under section
211(b). Gasoline includes gasoline-ethanol blends such as E10 and E15. In its regulations, the EPA has
specified the manufacturer, fuel, emission products and impacts information that must be submitted to
register the fuel. A manufacturer seeking to register a fuel submits an application with the specified
information, and the EPA approves the application if it determines that the application is complete and
satisties all the requirements of the registration regulations.

The reasons you give in your letter for delaying the registration of E15 do not relate to registering a fuel
in accordance with the Clean Air Act, but instead relate to EPA’s decision to grant partial waivers
allowing E15 to be introduced into commerce for use in model year (MY) 2001 and newer light-duty
motor vehicles (i.e., cars and all but the heaviest vans, SUVs and pick-up trucks). A waiver may be
granted under the Clean Air Act if a demonstration is made that the new fuel (or fuel additive) will not
cause or contribute to the failure of vehicles or engines to meet applicable emission standards over their
useful lives.
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Based on the extensive test data available and EPA’s engineering analysis, and after careful
consideration of numerous public comments, the Agency concluded that E15 meets the statutory
criterion for a waiver with respect to MY 2001 and newer light-duty motor vehicles. In reaching its
conclusion, the EPA considered the issues you raise in your letter to the extent they are relevant to the
statutory criterion for making waiver determinations. Vehicle and engine manufacturer warranties, for
example, are not determinative of whether a fuel meets the statutory criterion for a waiver. Of central
relevance are results of test programs that are well designed to determine the impact of E15 on vehicle
and engine emissions. The EPA carefully considered all available test data and ongoing test programs,
including those of the Coordinating Research Council (CRC). While CRC programs have yielded much
useful information, the particular test program you mention has several design flaws, including no
testing on baseline fuel or E15, and use of an “aggressive” form of ethanol not allowed under existing
fuel regulations. Those design flaws prevent the test results from answering the specific questions
relevant to waiver determinations.

In your letter you express particular concern about the potential impacts of E15 on marine engines.
Based on our engineering assessment that marine and other nonroad engines, vehicles and equipment
(nonroad products) are generally equipped with less sophisticated emission controls that may not
accommodate E15, the EPA denied the waiver for all of those nonroad products, as well as for all
motorcycles and heavy-duty gasoline-fueled engines and vehicles. EPA’s assessment was confirmed for
marine engines by the recent report you cite from the National Renewable Energy Laboratory.

You recognize in your letter that the EPA denied the waiver for marine engines and the other types of
vehicles and engines listed above. You express concern, however, that E15 may crowd out other fuels in
the marketplace, which might make misfueling unavoidable. The E15 waivers include conditions that
require E15 producers to implement misfueling mitigation measures, and a final rule that the EPA issued
in June requires that E15 producers and marketers take several specific steps, including fuel pump
labeling, to help minimize the potential for misfueling. We based the misfueling mitigation requirements
on similar requirements that proved successful in transitioning the marketplace to ultra-low sulfur diesel
fuel.

As we stated in the final misfueling mitigation rule and in congressional testimony, we are committed to
working with stakeholders to monitor the entry of E15 into the marketplace and the effectiveness of the
misfueling mitigation program so that we may address any issues that arise on a timely basis.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call
Diann Frantz in EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-3668.

Singerely,

Gina MdCarthy
Assistant Administrator



